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When a citizen involves himself in litigation, he can 
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never foretell when he shall escape from its entangle- 
ment. His cause may be disposed of in a few weeks, 
and it may be still pending years after it was begun. 
This is wrong. The cause of this uncertainty lies, not in 
any question of the merits of the controversy, but in the 
prescribed or permitted methods of procedure incident 
to the conducting of controversies through the courts. | 
Change the methods! 





It is the duty of the Bar to reduce legal practice to a 
system) which will accomplish in fact what the present 
methods are designed in theory to secure, but which they 
wofully fail to attain, viz., speedy and certain results with- 
out unnecessary expense. 





Confidence in the Judiciary, in its honesty, in its 
courage, in its ability, in its learning, and in its wisdom, 
cannot be disturbed without harm to the national life. 





Every lawyer is bound to do everything that any hon- 
orable man can do to advance the interests of his client; 
but where honor draws the line there his duty stops. 





We have not yet succeeded in making certain the ad- 
ministration of justice at first trials. 


And yet it is possible 





to do this. : 
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PAROL EVIDENCE AS VARYING WRITTEN jy. 
STRUMENTS. 





The rule which excludes evidence of parol negotia. 
tions or conditions, when offered to contradict or substan. 
tially vary the legal import of a written instrument, does 
not prevent a party to the agreement,:in an action be- 
tween the parties, from showing, by way of defense 
the existence of a contemporaneous oral agreement, made 
at the time the writing was executed and delivered, which 
would render the use of the written instrument, for any 
purpose, contrary to or inconsistent with the oral stipula- 
tion, dishonest or fraudulent. The consideration of a 
written instrument is always open to inquiry, and a party 
may show that the design and object of the agreement 
was different from what the language, if alone considered 
would indicate. Parol evidence may also be given to 
show that a writing, purporting to be a contract or obji- 
gation, was not in fact intended or delivered as such by 
the parties. So a conveyance, absolute in form, may be 
shown, as against the heir at law of the grantee, to have 
been made in trust for the benefit of a partnership firm, 
of which the grantee was a member, and so held by him 
in trust for the firm. Of course, there may be cases where 
the rights of innocent third parties intervene to modify 
or change the rule, as in the case of negotiable instru- 
ments, or where there exists some element of estopped; 
but as between the parties to the instrument there is no 
reason why the truth, with respect to the real object and 
consideration of the instrument, may not be made to ap- 
pear. In an action to enforce a mortgage by sale of the 
land, the amount, if anything of the lien is an issue 
which the parties certainly have the right to contest. It 
is the debt which gives the mortgage vitality, as a charge 
upon the land, and generally, where there is no debt or 
obligation, there is no sustaining mortgage. 

Much of what has been said by courts and writers to 
the effect that a party cannot be permitted to defeat his 
own deed by parol proof, is based upon the importance 
which was attached to the presence of a consideration 
clause and a seal in an instrument by the common law. 
The conception that some consideration was necessary 
to support every promise and covenant, was borrowed 
from the civil law, but the consideration was formerh 
deemed to be conclusively established by the presence 
of the consideration clause and seal. It was originally 
supposed that the recitals and clauses of a contract ex- 
pressing a consideration could be raised by parol proof to 
the contrary, but the rule was gradually abandoned, and 
now that clause is open te parol proof. So also the con- 
clusive preseumption of a consideration which formerly 
arose from the presence of a seal is generally modified by 
statute, and it is now open to the maker of such an in- 
strument to allege and prove the absence of any con- 
sideration in fact as a defense. It is quite certain that 
by recent adjudications, deeds and other instruments 
have been defeated, in a great variety of cases, by parol 
proof of want of consideration, or that they were delivered 
upon conditions which would render their use for other 
object a fraud upon the maker, or that the purpose lor 
which delivery was made was different from that indi- 
cated upon their face. There may be cases, no doubt, 
where the party will be held estopped by his deed from 


claiming that it is void for want of consideration, espe-. 


cially where. by its terms it appears to be an absolute 
conveyance of land. A voluntary conveyance, intended 
to take effect as such, and not executory, is generally 
good between the parties without actual consideration. 
The case of Baird v. Baird, 40 N. E. Rep. 222, decided 
by the New York Court of Appeals, gathers the fore- 
going illustrations of the modifications of the rule which 
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excludes testimony concerning parol negotiations or con- 
ditions, offered to contradict or vary the legal import of 
written instruments, and the discussion thereof by the 
court, and its application to the case in hand, will repay 
careful reading. 





AUTHORITY OF ATTORNEY TO BIND CLIENT 
TO A COMPROMISE JUDGMENT. 





The authorities are clear and supported by principle, 
that an attorney, as such, has, in the absence of statute, 
no authority to accept for his client, in payment of an 
ascertained debt, a less amount than is owing and due; 
por, in the absence of express authority, to compromise 
and accept, in payment of a litigated claim, an amount 
less than that he is instructed by his principal to demand 
and collect, and which, as attorney, he has undertaken 
to collect. An attorney is not bound to represent and 
insist upon a claim, which is not reasonable and just, or to 
continue to litigate for such claim after he has become 
satisfied that it is unreasonable or unjust; but he has no 
authority to determine these facts for his client, and bind 
him to such conclusion. 


The Supreme Court of Alabama, in Senn. Register v. 
Joseph et. al., 17 So. Rep. 543, examined the question as 
to how far the foregoing general principles relating to 
the authority of an attorney to bind his client to a com- 
promise judgment, have been changed by the statute of 
that State (code, 1886, Sec. 866), and determined that the 
effect of that statute is not to invest the attorney with 
power over the entire cause, equal to that of his client, 
but to invest him with authority to advise his client in all 
matters which relate to the prosecution and defense of the 
fights of his client, to collect and receipt for him, to sue 
out and direct process, to make all such preliminary 
agreements as he may deem necessary to lead to, or se- 
cure, a trial of the cause, and settle by agreement or 
waiver any and all questions which incidentally arise dur- 
ing the progress of the trial, and kindred powers, but that 
such statute did not enlarge the duties of an attorney or 
give him authority to compromise the claim of his client, 
whether liquidated or unliquidated, admitted or contro- 
verted. In other words, the duty and authority of an 
attorney in this particular are the same as they were or 
would be. without the statute; hence, the court decided 
that without express authority from his client, an attor- 
ney cannot bind the latter by a compromise judgment in 
a litigated suit for less than the amount demanded. 





FELLOW-SERVANTS. 








The definition of “fellow-servants,” as defined and 
settled by recent decisions, is, those who are so far work- 
ing together as to be practically co-operating, and to 
have opportunity to control or influence the conduct of 
each other, and have no superiority, the one over another, 
while it is held that those who act in a superior position, 
and have the right to direct and control the conduct of 
others, are not fellow-servants of such others, especially 
in discharge of superior duties. 

The rear brakeman or flagman on a train is the fel- 
low-servant of the front brakeman, for each has his re- 
spective, separate, yet dependent, duties to perform in the 
Tunning of the train, and they may influence, and even 
control each other’s conduct, yet they are neither superior 
to, nor can they control, each other. Yet the flagman 
occupies a far different relation toward the trainmen of 
all other trains, for, in giving them warning of the ob- 
struction of the track by the train to which he belongs, 
he performs a duty delegated to him by the master; and 
for his failure to discharge it the master is liable, for it 
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is one of the master’s personal and non-assignable duties 
to keep the track free from obstructions, for the safety of 
his employees. So a flagman, in discharging the same 
duty, acts as a fellow-servant to some, and as the superior 
or master to others, of his co-employees. Two per- 
sons who are called upon to perform the same 
duty, in effect, may occupy a relatively different po- 
sition to the same employee in its discharge. For 
instance, the flagman protects his co-employees by warn- 
ing the approaching train, while the master, the dispatch- 
er, and the operator render them the same protection by 
not allowing the train to use the track until it is clear. 
One stops the train. The other holds it back. The one 
is a part of the train, while the other belongs to an entire- 
ly different department, which has the supervision and 
management of all trains, and yet is in no part of any 
train, but is entirely stationary. The one acts for self- 
protection. The other, being in no personal danger, acts 
for the safety of others, and the dispatch of his master’s 
business. 

Upon the foregoing discussion of the principles under- 
lying the duty of fellow servants, the Supreme Court of 
Appeals of West Virginia, in Flannegan v. Chesapeake 
and Ohio Ry. Co., 21 S. E. Rep. 1,028, holds that a tele- 
graph operator in charge of a signal station, who has 
control, by means of signal orders, of the running of 
trains over a block section of a railroad, is not the fellow 
servant of a brakeman injured on such block section by 
reason of such operator’s negligent management of the 
running of such trains, and upheld its position as follows: 
In this case the defendant, seeking to discharge its per- 
sonal duty and provide a safe track, and at the same time 
facilitate the rapid movement of trains, established the 
signal station, and placed the operator in charge, with 
full authority, by means of a code of signal orders equally 
as effective as any other kind could possibly be, to con- 
trol the running of all trains over this block; and all 
trainmen, of every train, were under absolute rule to 
watch for and obey her orders before they dare enter 
upon the block. If she had been attentive to her duties 
she must have known the block was occupied and ob- 
structed, and her knowledge was the’ knowledge of the 
master; yet, in the face of that fact, she negligently gives 
a peremptory signal for the train to proceed. In what 
way could she possibly be the fellow servant of the train- 
men, who are entirely at her command, and who can 
neither influence nor control her independent actions? 
She is as much the master of her section block as the 
master is of the whole road. 








CARRIERS LIABILITY FOR MONEY IN BAG- 
GAGE. 





A carrier is liable as insurer for money which the pas- 
senger bona fide includes in his baggage to pay traveling 
expenses, and for personal use on his journey, provided 
no more is taken than is necessary or usual for passen- 
gers of like station, habits and condition in life while 
on similar journeys. For any amount in excess of this, 
which is a question for the jury, the carrier is not liable 
as such, unless he receives it with notice that the quantity 
is greater than is usually carried by passengers under the 
same or similar circumstances. And the passenger 
must observe the utmost candor and good faith in pre- 
senting his baggage for transportation, for the carrier is 
only required to transport according to appearances. If 
the passenger presents his baggage in a closed recepta- 
cle, such as is ordinarily carried as baggage, in order to 
lay upon the carrier the extraordinary responsibility of 
insurer, the passenger must inform him if it contains any 
articles which the carrier is not bound to transport as bag- 
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gage. This for the reason that the carrier, when thus 
notified, may refuse to carry altogether, or accept and 
charge an additional sum to the passenger’s fare for the 
onerous liability he thus assumes. 

A baggage master is not out of the scope of his em- 
ployment when he receives more money for transporta- 
tion as baggage than by the rules of the company, or 
instructions from his employer, he is authorized to re- 
ceive; for a carrier does carry some money as bag- 
gage. And the agent, whose business it is to receive and 
check for baggage, has the authority to bind his em- 
ployer, the carrier, by virtue of the nature of his em- 
ployment and the duties incident to it. The contract to 
carry the baggage of passengers, as incident to the con- 
tract to carry the person, does not become defined as to 
particular baggage, its amount, or other incidents, until 
the baggage is delivered to the baggage master. i: 

Recognizing that there is a different rule prevailing 
in some States, notably in Massachusetts, the Supreme 
Court of Arkansas, in the case of St. Louis and S. W. Ry. 
Co. v. Berry et ux., 30 S. W. Rep. 764, concludes that 
where a passenger, who is ignorant of the rules or instruc- 
tions of railway companies forbidding their agents to re- 
ceive money for transportation as baggage, delivered to 
the baggage agent more money than the carrier is required 
to transport, and informs the agent of the amount, if he 
accepts it, to ship as baggage, and if a loss occurs, the 
carrier's common law liability will attach. Undoubtedly, 
as the court observed, the weight of authority sustains 
this rule. The court, in its opinion, makes an exten- 
sive citation of authorities, discussing the question with 
great thoroughness, and in conclusion incidentally calls 
attention to the interesting fact that none of the cases 
present the question as to what would be the rule if 
money was accepted and carried as freight. 








DURESS OF GOODS. 





There is no doubt but that there may be such a 
thing as duress of goods. So cautiously does the law 
watch over all contracts that it will not permit any to be 
binding but such as are made by persons perfectly free 
and at full liberty to make or refuse such contracts; 
and that not only with respect to their persons, but in re- 
gard to their goods and chattels also. Duress of goods 
may exist when one is compelled to submit to an illegal 
exaction, in order to obtain them from one who has them, 
‘but refuses to surrender them unless the exaction is en- 
dured. Whenever money is paid under a necessity, to 
vbtain possession of goods illegally withheld, and where 
the detention is fraught with great immediate hardship 
wt irreparable injury, the payment is compulsory, and 
the money so paid may be recovered back in an action of 
assumpsit. The authorities are abundant in support of 
the proposition that where a party has possession or con- 
trol of the goods of another, and refuses to surrender 
them except upon compliance with an unlawful demand, 
and there is no other speedy way left the owner of extricat- 
ang them, and saving himself from irreparable injury, but 
dy paying money or giving a note, his doing so will be re- 
garded as done under compulsion. And so the payment 
of money by a person to free his goods from an attach- 
ment sued out for the purpose of extcrtion by one who 
knows that he has no valid cause of action has been 
held to be under duress. 

The Supreme Court of Florida, in the recent case of 
Fuller et al. v. Roberts, 17 So. Rep. 359, examined the 
law with reference to duress of goods to an exhaustive 
degree covering the propositions above laid down, and, 
citing to each one a considerable number of authorities, 
rightly held that legal duress implies that a party has 
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been unlawfully constrained by another to perform a 
act, under circumstances which prevent the exercise gf 
free will, and that the act of the party compelling the yp. 
willing obedience of another must be unlawful or wropp. 
ful, and there can be no duress of goods in law wher 
the act done or threatened is nothing more than why 
the party had a legal right to do. 








RIGHT OF CONTRIBUTION BETWEEN Co. 
SURETIES. 





Before a surety is entitled to call upon a co-surety 
for contribution, he must have actually paid the debt upon 
which both were obligated. This doctrine does not re. 
quire that the indebtedness should have been paid jp 
money. If there has been delivered to the holder of the 
obligation property which is received in full satisfactiog 
of the demand, it is equivalent to a payment in cash, and 
will authorize the surety to call upon his co-sureties for 
reimbursement on the basis of the value of the property 
so turned over, not exceeding the debt thereby discharged 
So, too, the taking of the individual note of the surety 
for the debt is as much a payment that authorizes ap 
action against the co-surety as though the payment hai 
been made in money. There is, however, no doubt but 
that the mere taking of a new note will not be regarded 
as a payment, in the absence of an agreement or under. 
standing that it shall have that effect. The controlling 
question in such cases is whether the note of the surety 
was taken as an extinguishment of the original debt. As 
between co-sureties a discharge of their obligation by the 
acceptance, in lieu thereof, by the creditor, of the note of 
one of the sureties for part of the debt, and money for the 
residue, is deemed in law such a payment as will entitl 
such surety to demand contribution from the other join 
sureties, even though the substituted note has not been 
paid. 3 

This is the correct judgment of the Supreme Coun 
of Nebraska, in the case of Smith v. Mason, 63 N. W. 
Rep. 41, where an extended list of sustaining authorities 
will be found. The court also determined that in a 
action by a surety against one of several co-sureties for 
contribution, the share to be recovered is controlled by 
the number of solvent co-sureties. In other words, the 
insolvent ones are to be excluded, and the burden must 
be distributed equally between the sureties who remain 
solvent, and in order to recover contribution it is un- 
necessary to aver and prove the insolvency of the princi- 
pal debtor. 








CONSOLIDATED RAILROAD COMPANIES. 





Where two railroad companies. unite or become con- 
solidated under the authority of law, the presumption is, 
until the contrary appears, that the united or consoli- 
dated company has all the powers and privileges, and is 
subject to all the restrictions and liabilities, of those out 
of which it is created. The corporation which is cre 
ated by such consolidation, or the surviving corporation, 
where another or others are merged into it or consolidated 
with it, is ordinarily deemed the same as each of the 
corporations which formed it for the purpose of answer- 
ing for the liabilities of the old corporation, and may be 
sued under its new name, or under the name of the sur 
viving company for their debts, as if no change had been 
made in the name or in the organization of the original 
corporations. , 

There has been some question whether the consoli- 
dated company could be sued in an action at law for the 
liabilities of the companies composing it, or whether the 
proceedings must be in equity; but the better view seem 
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to be that, when a consolidation has been authorized and 
made, it confers all the rights, property and franchises of 
the old company upon the new or consolidated company, 
and subjects it to all the liabilities of the old companies; 
and an action at law may be brought against the new or 
consolidated company for the debts or torts of the old 
companies. The question is not whether the consolida- 
tion compels a creditor to accept the defendant corpora- 
tion as a new debtor against his will, or a person who has 
been injured to resort to a stranger for satisfaction, but 
whether it empowers the creditor or the person injured to 
resort, if he desires to do so, in the first instance, to the 
corporation, which, by the terms of the consolidation, is 
made liable to him. The privity, some cases say, neces- 
sary to support this action, is created by the statute au- 
thorizing the consolidation and the purchase and convey- 
ance under it. Other authorities place the right to 
bring such action on the ground that the effect of the 
consolidation is, as to the liabilities of the old company, 
not to dissolve the corporation, which is the immediate 
debtor, but to continue its existence in the consolidated 
corporation. 

The foregoing review of the rights of consolidated 
railroad companies will be found embodied in the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of Appeals for Virginia, in the case 
of Langhorne v. Richmond Ry. Co. et al., 22 S. E. Rep. 
159, fortified by an unusually extensive list of citations. 
After its full discussion of the question in issue, the court 
concluded that, since by authority of law and the acts of 
the parties, the consolidated corporations are molded 
into one with none of their rights impaired, and none 
.of their responsibilities lessened; there is no good reason 
why the same proceedings may not be had against the 
new corporation as might have been had against the old, 
to compel payment of liabilities. It avoids circuity of 
action. It allows the party with whom the contract was 
made, or to whom the injury was done, to proceed 
directly against the corporation which, by virtue of the 
consolidation proceedings, is made liable for it. 








Bills of lading are symbols of property, and when 
properly indorsed operate as a delivery of the property, 
investing the indorsees with a constructive custody which 
serves all the purposes of an actual possession, and so 
continues until there is a valid and complete delivery of 
the property under and in pursuance of the bill of lading 


to a person entitled to receive the same. The delivery 
of goods by a common carrier to the consignee thereof 
is made at the peril of the carrier, unless when made the 
consignee surrenders the bill of lading, either made or 
indorsed to himself. In other words, the carrier takes the 
tisk of a delivery to the person entitled to the goods by 
the bill of lading and its indorsee. Too great caution 
cannot, therefore, be exercised in respect to the right of 
a person to whom the delivery is made. No obligation of 
acarrier is more rigorously enforced than that which re- 
quires delivery to the proper person, and the law will al- 
low, in fact, of no excuse for a wrong delivery, except 
for the fault of the shipper himself. 

Upon a careful review of the leading authorities 
which sustain these principles, the Supreme Court of 
Nebraska, in the case of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany v. Johnson et al., 63 N. W. Rep. 144, applying the 
doctrine to the facts before it, determines that a railway 
company, which, having undertaken the transportation of 
grain between stated points, but, by delivering it while in 
transit to the consignee named in the bill of lading, but 
without the surrender of such bill at the time put it in the 
power of the consignee named therein to defraud third 
Parties by selling the grain and indorsing the bill of lad- 





ing to the purchaser, held that the railway company was 
liable for this grain on the familiar principle that, where 
one of two innocent parties must suffer, he who by his con- 
duct has enabled a wrongdoer to perpetrate a wrong, must 
bear the loss rather than the party without fault. It was 
the duty of the railway company, before delivering this 
grain to any person at any place, to take up the outstand- 
ing bill of lading it had given for it. So long as the bill 
of lading was outstanding it was a representation by the 
railway company to the commercial world that it had in 
its possession, and under its control, and in transit. be- 
tween the points named therein, the grain for which the 
bill of lading called. 





Laches proceed on the assumption that the party to 
whom they are imputed has knowledge of his rights, and 
ample opportunity to establish them in a proper form; 
that by reason of his delay the adverse party has a good 
reason to plead that the alleged rights are worthless, or 
have been abandoned, and that because of the change in 
condition or relation during this period of delay, it would 
be an injustice to the latter to permit him to assert them. 
There can be no laches in failing to assert rights of which 
a party is wholly ignorant, and of whose existence he had 
no reason to apprehend. There is no fixed and unalter- 
able rule applicable to all casés where laches are relied on 
to defeat a recovery. Each case must stand or fall upon 
the facts that surround it. This defense is an equitable 
one, and often resorted to when the party who sets it out 
has no defense at law. For this reason courts should be 
very cautious in applying the doctrine to defeat an origi- 
nal owner of land, who, from neglect, which may be the 
result of the want of proper information, refrains from an 
assertion of his rights until the presumption of abandon- 
ment arises from his course of conduct. 

Applying these principles to the case before it, the 
Circuit Court of the United States, in Lacher et al. v. Mc- 
Creery et al., 66 Fed. Rep. 834, held that where wild and 
unimproved lands were sold in 1882 by the Commissioner 
of School Lands in proceedings which were illegal and 
void, and the purchaser never took possession of said 
lands, nor made any improvements on them, or changed 
their condition, and the former owners continued to pay 
taxes regularly on said lands after such sale, and in 1890 
brought a suit to set aside said sale, alleging that they 
were ignorant of said sale until a short time before the 
suit was brought, there was not such laches on the part 
of the former owners in bringing said suit as would con- 
stitute a defense thereto. But it should be added that it 
appeared that during nearly the whole of the time cov- 
ered by the delay in bringing said suit, on account of a 
certain decision of the Appellate Court of the State wherein 
the land lay, it was generally believed and understood by 
the legal profession and others that there was no remedy 
for the former owners in such case, until a decision by 
the United States Court pointed out such remedy, and 
that the present suit was brought soon after such decision 





Fraud, if one party to a contract practices it upon 
the other to induce him to enter into such contract, is 
a good defense to an action upon it. Fraud “vitiates the 
contract,” as it is said, and, if properly taken advantage 
of when discovered, is a complete defense to a suit to re- 
cover damages for breach of it, or money secured by it. 
Cases upon which the question of fraud has been made 
are by no means uncommon. By them it has been de- 
termined that the kind of representation necessary to 
make the conduct of a vendor of property fraudulent 
in law is this: His representations with respect to the 
value or quality of it must have been false; they must 
have been made with a fraudulent design—that is, to 
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deceive the vendee with respect to such quality or value; 
and the vendee must have been deceived by them, and en- 
tered into the contract because of them. All these circum- 
stances must concur, in order to justify a vendee in re- 
scinding--putting an end to, or avoiding—the contract. 
In order, however, to rescind a contract, the party de- 
siring to do so must take his steps for that purpose 
within a reasonable period from the time when he dis- 
covers the alleged fraud. Otherwise, his right to re- 
scind will be treated as waived. He will not, however, 
be without remedy. Although the fraud be known to 
him, he may still retain the possession of the property 
purchased, and bring an action of deceit against the 
vendor, and recover against him damages for the fraud 
practiced upon him. Such a contract, therefore, is not 
void utterly. It may be made such, if the vendee re- 
pudiate it in time—that is, in a reasonable time after he 
discovers the supposed fraud, as has been before said. 
But if this be not done, it will be taken to be satisfied. 
The vendee, however, may still sue for the wrong done 
by the fraudulent deceit of the vendor, and have re- 
covery, if the fact of his case warrants it. It is more 
correct, therefore, in treating of such contracts, to say 
they are voidable by the vendee for fraud. Vitiation is 


not avoidance. It is, under circumstances, ground 
for it. ; 








The extinguishment of the direct engagement of a 
principal, no matter how accomplished, extinguishes the 
collateral ability of the surety. To this general rule 
there are exceptions. For instance, the discharge ot 
the principal by the act of the law in which the creditor 
dees not participate will not release the surety. A fa- 
miliar illustration of this rule is that the discharge of the 
principal in bankruptcy or under insolvent laws, on ac- 
count of infancy, coverture, or non compos mentis, does 
not discharge the surety. If the principal is discharged 
because of matters inherent in the transaction, even after 
judgment against the surety, the latter will be exonerated 
thereby. 

These rules concerning the relation of principal 
and surety are announced by the Supreme Court of In- 
diana in the case of Michener v. Springfield Engine and 
Thresher Co. et al. (40 N. E. Rep. 679), in its discussion 
of questions of procedure, on which the decision in that 
case turned. Upon these rules the court properly held 
that where the makers of a note successfully defend an 
action thereon on the ground of failure of consideration, 
their discharge releases the surety, though judgment by 
default has been rendered against him in the same ac- 
tion. The court further holds that where a court has 
power to administer both equitable and legal relief in 
the same action, the fact that plaintiff cannot be awarded 
the equitable relief demanded, because the facts stated 
show that he has a purely legal remedy, or vice versa, 
will not defeat the jurisdiction of the court. So, too, 
in addition to several other important points of practice 
that a party is not bound to seek a legal remedy, if it is 
not as practicable and efficient, both in respect to the 
final relief and the mode of obtaining it, as the equita- 
ble remedy. 





A subscription for stock in a corporation must, in 
order to bind the parties, be made in the prescribed 
form, and must be in writing. While this is the general 
rule, it does not follow that an oral subscription may not, 
under certain circumstances, be binding. Where a sub- 
scription was made by an agent of a company for the 
purpose of obtaining from a third party a loan, and such 
subscription was recognized by the stockholders and di- 
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rectors of the company, who accepted the loan with a 
knowledge that without such subscription the loan would 
have been invalid and contrary to law, can it be said 
that either party under such circumstances would be 
permitted to deny the validity of such subscription, not. 
withstanding all the requisites prescribed had not beep 
complied with? 

Thus reasons and queries the Supreme Court of 
Pennsylvania in Shellenberger et al. v. Patterson et al, 
(31 Atl. Rep. 943), in which case the president of a cor. 
poration directed a subscription to certain untaken capj- 
tal stock to be voted for him in order to procure a loan 
which, without that subscription, exceeded the amount 
of stock subscribed; and wherein, at the time of the 
stockholders’ meeting to vote on the proposed loans, 
and the directors’ meeting to authorize an issue of bonds 
for the same, both stockholders and directors knew of 
the president’s further subscription, but no request for 
any of the shares taken by him was made by any stock- 
holder, and the ‘loan was accepted by the company, 
Upon these facts the court rightly held that, though 
the subscription was made without the prescribed for- 
malities, and nothing was paid thereon, the stockholders 
and directors could not deny its validity. 





A corporation may not become a stockholder in 
another corporation for the purpose of holding the stock 
permanently unless expressly authorized to do so. This 
is the wholesome general rule, subject, possibly, to some 
exceptions. A solvent corporation may buy and sell 
the stock of another corporation if done in the usual 
course of business, and may become the owner of such 
stock if taken in payment for debts. But an insolvent 
corporation may take the stock of another corporation 
only for the purpose of closing up its business, to be di- 
vided in kind, or to be converted into money and divided 
among its creditors and shareholders. 

Taking this unquestionably sound principle as its 
basis, the Supreme Court of Errors cf Connecticut, in 
Byrne v. Schuyler Electric Mfg. Co. et al. (31 Atl. Rep. 
833), holds that a contract whereby the officers of an 
insolvent corporation, for the purpose of avoiding dis- 
solution, transferred all its property to another corpora- 
tion, which had been organized to continue its business, 
and accepted in payment shares of stock of the new cor- 
poration, which were to be held by trustees named by 
such officers, was void in the absence of a provision in 
the charter expressly authorizing such transactions. In 
other words, the charter of a corporation is the full 
measure of the powers which the corporation possesses. 
It cannot lawfully exercise any others. Charters are 
most strongly construed against the corporation. Noth- 
ing is granted except what is given expressly or by fair 
implication. And no other powers can be implied ex- 
cept such as are necessary and proper to ~arry into ef- 
fect the powers expressly granted. 

The opinion in the case mentioned discusses char- 
ter rights, and the reciprocal obligations of a corpora- 
tion and its stockholders, very learnedly and with help- 
ful effect. 





It is now well settled that a passenger on a railroad 
train who is injured by the negligence of the railroad 
company is not debarred from a right to a recovery 
because he was at the time he received the injury negli- 
gently riding on the platform of the car, or in some other 
exposed or dangerous position, if such action on his 
part did not contribute in any degree to the accident or 
to his injury. If the accident which occasioned the in- 
jury would have happened, and would have been at- 
tended with the same results to the passenger, if he had 








Ses sets h 


eos ePorcAeAeriwece OW P BSESTSSSES 2-O 


-_- 
| 4 


an ~*~ etn, = * © FS 


Cl ee .!lhl reel 





vad 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 377 











been in his proper place on the train, then his negligence 
jg not contributory negligence in a sense that would 
reclude a recovery, because it in no manner or degree 
contributed to the injury, and is, therefore, wanting in 
the element of proximate cause essential to constitute 
contributory negligence that will bar a recovery. 

The United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
Eighth Circuit, in the case of Kansas & A, V. Railway 
Company v. White, 67 Fed. Rep. 481, presents the prin- 
ciples above stated, and, discussing the exact relation, as 

senger, of a stockman traveling upon a freight train 
in charge of his stock, which question was involved in 
the case before ‘t, said that, as a matter of law, a stock- 
man in charge of his stock which is being transported on a 
freight train is not guilty of negligence in looking after 
his cattle from the platform of the caboose, when there 
isa movement in the train which may place his stock in 
a position which would call for his immediate attention. 
The rule that obtains as to stockmen in charge of stock 
on a freight train is very different from that which ob- 
tains as @ passengers on a passenger train. Stockmen, 
charged with the duty of looking after their stock, may 
ride in places and positions, and do many things, on the 
freight train without being guilty of negligence, which, 
if done by one riding on a passenger train, would un- 
doubtedly constitute negligence. The exigencies of the 
business of looking after and caring for cattle on a 
freight train sometimes compel those in charge of them 
to climb up the ladder of a stock car while the train is 
in motion, and to get on the top of a train, and walk 
back to the caboose, or to ride on the top of a car for 
some distance, until the train stops. 

And, deciding the only question actually involved 
in the appeal, the court held that in an action against a 
railroad company for the death of a person, who at the 
time of the accident was on the platform of the caboose 
of the train which was wrecked, it was not error for the 
court to instruct the jury that it was not contributory 
negligence on the part of the deceased that he was on 
the platform of the car when he would have been fatally 
injured if he had been inside the caboose, provided, of 
course, that the jury found that the defendant was at 
all negligent ig causing the death. 





Partners, in all the scope of the partnership business, 
in all dealings with each other as to partnership affairs 
or property, stand in a fiduciary relation, the one to the 
other, and are bound to the uberrima fides of such rela- 
tion. Each partner is, in one sense, a trustee; a trustee 
for the newly created entity, the partnership, and for each 
member of the firm, who thus becomes a beneficiary under 
the trust. He is more; he is a trustee and a cestui que 
trust—a trustee so far as his own duties bind him; a 
cestui que trust, so far as his duties rest on his copartners. 
And it is sometimes said that each partner is both a 
principal and an agent—a principal to the extent he rep- 
resents his own interest, but an agent so far as he repre- 
sents his copartners. The principles on which a Court of 
Equity proceeds in passing upon transactions or dealings 
of persons standing in a fiduciary relation are not only ap- 
plied when some well-defined legal relation may exist, 
but extend to all the varied relations in which confidence 
and trust is reposed and accepted, and is abused or be- 
trayed. 

Upon the foregoing review of the obligations and the 
privileges of partners, the Supreme Court of Alabama in 
the case of Bestor et al. v. Lapsley et al., 17 So. Rep. 3860, 
and applying these principles to the case at bar, held that 
where one member of an association in the nature of a 
partnership procured the rental by the association of 
Premises belonging to him, but standing in the name of 








another, without revealing the fact of his ownership, 
and subsequently induced two of the other partners to 
join him in the purchase of the premises, and these 
three, as owners, received the rents by the association, 
the two partners who joined in the purchase had no 
right of action against the original possessors of the 
premises to recover rent paid by the association unless 
they offered to return their share of the rents received 
by them as part owners. And where it further appeared 
that two of the five members of such an association in- 
duced it to rent premises, concealing the fact of their 
ownership thereof, and who afterward induced two other 
members to join them in purchasing the premises, and 
the four, as owners, received the rents paid by the asso- 
ciation, the court held that where the latter two and the 
remaining member of the firm joined in a bill against 
the original two to recover the rents, no offer being 
made in the bill to rescind the purchase or return the 
rents received by the two plaintiffs after purchase, the 
plaintiffs to such bill had no joint interest in the subject 


of the action, and could not, therefore, unite in asking 
relief. 





An exclusive right may be acquired in the name in 
which a business has been carried on, whether the name 
of a partnership or of an individual; and it will be pro- 
tected against infringement by another who assumes it 
tor the purposes of deception, or even when innocently 
used, without right, to the detriment of another. And 
this right, which is in the nature of a right of trade-mark, 
may be sold or assigned. In respect to corporate names 
the same rule applies as to the names of firms or in- 
dividuals, and an injunction lies to restrain the simula- 
tion and use by one corporation of the name of a prior 
corporation which tends to create confusion, and to enable 
the latter corporation to obtain, by reason of the simi- 
larity of names, the business of the prior one. The courts 
interfere in these cases, not on the ground that the State 
may affix such corporate names as it may elect to the 
entities it creates, but to prevent fraud, actual or con- 
structive. 

Thus argues and concludes the Court of Appeals of 
New York in the case of Charles S. Higgins Company v. 
Higgins Soap Company (39 N. E. Rep. 490). The 
names of corporations organized under general laws, and 
in most other cases, are chosen by the promoters, and it 
would be an easy way to escape from the obligations 
which are enforced as between individuals if a corpora- 


tion were granted immunity by reason of their corpor- 
ate character. 





Where a deed contains two irreconcilable descriptions 
of the entire boundaries of a tract of land, or of a single 
line, calls for more stable monuments, such as the lines of 
other tracts, or well-known natural objects, will be adopted 
rather than course and distance. In doubtful cases, the 
rule that the construction must be favorable to the grantee 
will prevail, or the maxim that the first description in a 
deed is presumed to express the true intention of the 
parties may be invoked to tip the nodding beam. But 
whether a specific description comes before or after a gen- 
eral designation, it must prevail, upon the underlying 
principle that the law will always demand the production 
of the highest evidence, and, as between two descriptions, 
will prefer that which is most certain. 

The foregoing note is based upon the decision of the 
Supreme Court of North Carolina, in the case of Cox v. 
McGowan (21 S. E. Rep. 108), where the rules as to the 
construction of a conflicting description of land con- 
tained in a deed are intelligently discussed. 
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There are general rules applying especially to the 
relation of employer and employe. Under these rules it 
is presumed that every person of average intelligence has 
knowledge of the destructive forces of nature. If the 
work he performs exposes him to danger from these 
forces, he assumes the risk of the injury. Every man ot 
experience in handling wires, when heavily charged with 
electricity, will be taken to understand that he must use 
great prudence. The authorities generally announce that 
if the servant has full and equal knowledge with the mas- 
ter that the appliances used are defective, and each is 
equally indifferent to the danger, they will stand on a foot- 
ing of equality as to damages. In the first place, how- 
ever, it is the employer’s duty to be careful that his work- 
men be not induced to work under the notion that the 
appliances are safe when he knows or has reasonable 
ground to believe that they are dangerous. On the other 
hand, it is the duty of every workman to execute the 
work with required care, and not expose himself to in- 
jury. ‘ 
Upon this exact statement of the relation of em- 
ployer and employe the Supreme Court of Louisiana, in 
Smart v. Louisiana Electric Light Co., 17 So. Rep. 346, 
recently held that a lineman engaged by an electric light 
company as a repairer and constructor of its lines of wire 
assumed the risks incident to the employment when 
known to him at the time he undertook the work; and, 
further, that where rubber gloves were furnished to him 
by the company without cost, with instructions that he 
should inspect them and see that they were in good con- 
dition, and when found to be out of repair that they were 
to be returned to the company, such lineman assumed the 
risk incident to defects in the gloves thus supplied to him. 
In other words, the court announced and upheld the doc- 
trine that if an employe receives a fatal shock of elec- 
tricity through a defect in the appliances left in his own 
care by the employer, and which he is to personally in- 
spect and keep in good order and condition, or be sup- 
plied with new appliances if those furnished him at any 
time become unserviceable, there is no ground of action 
against the employer because of death resulting from the 
use of such defective appliances. 





A common carrier who, by negligence, injures a 
passenger, cannot show, in whole or in part, liability to 
make compensation for the injury, because the passenger 
was intoxicated, unless his being intoxicated contributed 
either to produce or aggravate the injury; and surely the 
carrier cannot complain that he failed in diligence to pro- 
tect himself against the consequences of the carrier’s neg- 
ligence, if the exercise of diligence, up to the measure of 
that which a prudent, sober man could and would have 
exercised under like circumstances, would not have been 
available. There is no rule of law which requires a 
passenger to preserve his capacity to act at all times as 
a prudent man would act. If an occasion arises, by rea- 
son of the carrier's negligence, when a prudent, sober 
man could not, by the exercise of all ordinary diligence, 
protect himself, it would be of no consequence that a 
passenger injured by such negligence had, by voluntary 
drunkenness, incapacitated himself for the exercise of 
ordinary diligence. The loss of capacity to do that 
which, if done, would be unavailing, could not rationally 
count for any excuse to the carrier, or be chargeable to 
the passenger as a reason why he should not have com- 
pensation for. his injuries. 

The Supreme Court of Georgia, in Central Railroad 


v. Banking Company of Georgia v. Phinazee (21 S. E.-: 


Rep. 66) reasons in the foregoing sensible and conclusive 
manner as to the rights of an intoxicated man against a 
negligent carrier. The legal logic, and the legal con- 





———== 
clusion are satisfactory, and establish that whatever 

be the moral fault of intoxication, legally it can have go 
significance, under the circumstances above stated, jp, 
asmuch as the result of the carrier’s negligence wou) 
have been the same with the presence of the mental ang 
physical capacity as it was in its absence. 





The doctrine of set-off is founded on the principl, 
of equity, and, within certain limits, is universally recog. 
nized and applied. Where parties dealing together b,. 
come mutually indebted, the balance appearing on their 
account is, generally, alone recoverable. Well defines 
and easy of comprehension as the doctrine is, howeve 
its application to the varying state of facts which arise ; 
attended with the same degree of difficulty that ,attends 
the administration of other plain legal principles, unde 
unusual circumstances. In the distribution of insolvents 
assets—whether under voluntary trusts for creditors, in. 
solvent laws, in bankruptcy, or proceedings on decedents 
estates—its application has frequently been resisted on the 
ground that its allowance would create a@ preference 
among creditors. But, despite the many distinctions 
drawn in the several cases, in every instance in which 
this objection has been made, in the absence of control- 
ing statutory provision, where the proposed set-off was 
due when the creditors’ rights attached, the courts have 
overruled it, whether the defendant’s debt, in suit, was 
due at the time, or matured subsequently. 


Applying this doctrine in the case of Mercer y, 
Dyer (39 Pac. Rep. 314), the Supreme Court of Mon 
tana recently held that Rev. St. U. S. Sec. 5242, which 
requires a pro rata distribution of the assets of an in. 
solvent National bank, and forbids preferences, does not 
prevent a debtor of the bank from setting off against his 
indebtedness the amount of a claim he holds against the 
bank; and it is immaterial whether or not the debt due 
to the bank had matured at the time of its insolvency. 
We will add that in this correct decision, the court fol 
lowed Scott v. Armstrong, 146 U. S. 499. 





The power of equity to follow trust funds was re 
cently discussed by the Court of Appeals of Maryland in 
the case of Futterer v. Kealhofer, 32 Atl. Rep. 187, and 
the conclusion reached that as a trust fund can be traced, 
the court will always attribute the ownership thereof to 
the cestui que trust, and will not allow the right to be 
“defeated by the wrongful act of the trustee or fiduciary. 


The true owner of a fund traced to the possession of 
another has a right to have it restored, not as a debt due 
and owing, but because it is his property wrongfully 
withheld from him. And it can make no manner of dit 
ference whether the fund be traced into a bank account 
or the possession of the individual, if the essential facts 
are shown by which the identification of the fund can be 
established, and no superior rights of innocent third 
parties have intervened. Where money has been received 
by a person in a fiduciary character, though not as tech- 
nical trustee, and he has paid it to his account at his 
bankers, the person for whom he has received the money 
may follow it, and have a charge on the balance in the 
bankers’ hands, as shown by the account. This doctrine 
applies in every case of a trust relation, as well to monty 
deposited in bank, and to the debt thereby created, as 
every other description of property. 





In giving instructions to juries, courts should avoid 
stating abstract principles which have no application t 
the issues raised in the case on trial, either by the evr 
dence or by the pleadings, even if such principles are, 
all respects, correctly stated. 
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A creditor agreed that if his debtor would apply for 
and procure an insurance upon his, the debtor's, life in an 
indicated insurance association, and for a designated 
sum, in a specified manner, he, the creditor, would, from 
time to time, pay the premium assessments necessary to 
keep the insurance alive, and at the debtor's death, and 
upon the receipt of the proceeds of the insurance, would 
apply the samie to the reimbursement of the expenditures 
for premiums, with interest, and then to the satisfaction oi 
his debt, with interest, and pay over to the debtor’s wife 
whatever balance should remain of such proceeds. Upon 
this statement of facts, the Court of Chancery of New 
Jersey, in Sell v. Steller, 32 Atl. Rep. 211, held that there 
was a sufficient consideration to support a creditor’s prom- 
ise, and that the proceeds of the insurance in the creditor’s 
fands are there upon a trust, the performance of which 
the debtor’s wife may enforce by suit in equity. 

This case, shortly stated, was as follows: The com- 
plainant’s husband was indebted to the defendant, and 
the defendant desired to obtain the security which life in- 
surance of his debtor would afford him, and, being aware 
that he could not get that security without the co-opera- 
tion of his debtor, proposed that the debtor should apply 
for and obtain such insurance in an indicated association 
for a designated sum and in a specified manner, promis- 
ing him that, if he would do so, he, the defendant, would 
pay the assessments necessary to keep the insurance alive, 
and, upon the death of the debtor, and receipt of the 
proceeds of the insurance by the defendant, would first 
out of such receipts reimburse himself for his expenditures 
in keeping the insurance alive, with interest, and next 
pay himseli his debt, with interest, and then pay the com- 
plainant whatever remained of the proceeds. The debtor 
agreed to the proposition, and, relying upon the promise 
of the defendant, applied for and obtained the insurance 
in the association, for the sum and in the manner pro- 
posed. He died. The proceeds of the insurance came 
to the defendant, and after —— agreed payments 
to himself he had a balance in his hands, which th: 
debtor’s widow demanded from him. 





The possession of an unindorsed negotiable note or 
bond raises a presumption that the person producing it 
on the trial is the real and rightful owner, and this pre- 
sumption is not repelled or altered by a denial of the*de- 
fendant in his answer of such ownership. It is prima 
facie evidence of ownership, and nothing short of fraud, 
not even gross negligence, is sufficient to overcome the 
presumption. This is so between the holder and the 
maker. but not between the holder and the payee. The 
burden of proof to rebut this presumption is on him who 
alleges any defect in the title, unless proof of fraud Or il- 
legality be offered, and then the burden of proof is shifted 
to the holder, and he must show that he received it bona 
fide for value. 

This collection of legal rules is collated from the 
Opinion of the Supreme Court of North Carolina, in the 
case of Johnson et al. v. Gooch et al. (Peebles et al. in- 
terveners, 21 S. E. Rep. 39), where the court, among 
other things, determined that on an issue as to whether 
a decedent had, before his death, paid all his debts, the 
production of a note, signed by him, which was found 
uncanceled among the effects of another decedent, raises 
the presumption that the note had not been paid. 





It is not only the right, but the duty of a court to cor- 
rect an error arising from the erroneous admission of 
evidence when the error is discovered. When such cor- 
rection is made, it is equally clear that, as a general rule, 
the cause of reversal is removed. There is an exception, 
however, to this general rule, by virtue of which the 














curative effect of the correction, in any particular instance, 
depends upon whether or not, considering the whole case 
and its particular circumstances, the error committed ap- 
pears to have been of so serious a nature that it must 


have, affected the minds of the jury despite the correction 
by the court. 


In the case of Waldron v. Waldron (15 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
383), the United States Supreme Court decreed a reversal 
of the judgment below on the ground that the subsequent 
withdrawal of wrongfully admitted evidence coming with- 
in the exception above noted, did not correct the error of 
the admission of inadmissible testimony. The opinion in 
the case is very interesting in its lucid but fine distinctions 
upon several practice points, the pivotal one of which is 
the subject of this note. 








A decision was recently rendered by the Supreme Court of 
Iowa in a case which has attracted more than ordinary atten- 
tion in legal circles. There were few precedents for the oppos- 
ing lawyers to cite in their arguments, and but one decision 
was found in the courts of England which could be given as a 
parallel. The interested parties are residents of Sioux City, 
and all are living, except the insane husband mentioned, who 
was divorced from his wife while inan asylum, on the petition 
of his conservator, and upon vhose death the legal proceedings 
were instituted. 

Anthony Shank, one of the earliest settlers of Montgomery 
County, Iowa, an immigrant from Southern Indiana in the 
early 50s, became insane in 1873, his wife being appointed his 
conservator. Mr. Shank was possessed of considerable prop- 
erty, and it was claimed by his relatives that his wife was 
squandering it, and after a very legal fight she was re- 
moved and another person appointed in her stead. In 1881, 
while Anthony Shank was an inmate of the asylum, he having 
been there since 1873, his wife became a mother, 
the guardian of the insane man instituted a suit for divorce on 
the grounds of adultery. Here is where a knotty question 
eame up, and it was one that had never been decided by the 
courts—whether the guardian of an insane person could bring 
suit for divorce on behalf of his insane ward. The divorce 
was granted in 1884, and the decree gave the defendant $1,012 
as alimony. This she accepted, and within a few weeks there- 
after was married to the man who was reputed to be the father 
of the child born in 1881. Anthony Shank had been removed 
from the insane hospital at Mit. Pleasant and taken toa private 
institution at Davenport upon the accession of the newly ap- 
pointed conservator in 1881, and in 1892 he died. Upon his 
death the divorced widow, who had married again, brought 
suit against the estaite of Anthony Shank, in the name of wife, 
asking a distributive share of one-half of the real estate of 
said descendants, claiming it on the ground of being the sur- 
viving widow of Anthony Shank. 

In her petition it is stated that there is no desire to set 
aside the decree under which she was divorced, but ‘that the 
application for divorce having been illegal she was entitled to 
her proper share of the estate. The defense claimed that by 
reason of her acceptance of the alimony and her ratification of 
the decree .by marrying again she was estopped from after- 
ward attacking the decisions of the court. The case was tried 
alt Sioux City before Judge Towner, in the Spring of 1893, and 
a deeree rendered in her favor. The case was appealed to the 
Supreme Court about a year ago, and decision was handed 
down to the effect that a conservator can not begin divorce 
proceedings on behalf of an insane person, but if ithe party sup- 
posed to be divorced accepted the decree by marrying again, 
she could not share in the property of her lawful husband. 





In the case of the St. Paul Furniture Company y. Sauer. 
recently decided by the Supreme Court of Minnesota, it ap- 
peared that the plaintiff made a conditional sale of a bar coun- 
ter, back bar and plate mirror to certain tenants of the defend- 
ant, and the tenants placed this personal property in the build 
ing rented of the defendant and attached the same to such 
building for saloon purposes, but in such manner that they are 
easily removable without injury to the building. Subsequently 
the tenants, as well as several successive tenants, surrendered 
the same, and the defendants successively leased the premises, 
including this personal property. When the last tenant surren- 
dered the premises he left this personal property in the build- 
ing. By the terms of the sale no title to the personal property 
was to pass until full payment was made therefor, and_ the 
right to take immediate possession of the property upon default 
of payment was secured to the vendor. No payments were 
made, and soon after the last tenant surrendered the premises 
plaintiff demanded possession of the al property, which 
demand was refused. The court held that plaintiff might main- 


tain the action for the recovery of the property, and that the 
rule, that where the tenant is required to remove his fixtures 
or personal property at the expiration of the term, or be deemed 
to have abandoned it, was inapplicable in the case. 
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ADVERSE POSSESSION. 

Admission by defendant that his prior possession was not adverse 
will not destroy a title which he has already ‘obtained by 
adverse possession. Williams v. Rand, (Tex. Civ. App.) 30 
8. W. Rep. 509. 

A defective tax deed may be introduced to show color of title on 
which to base claim of adverse possession. Reusens v. Law- 
son, (Va.) 21 S. E. Rep. 347. 

One cannot acquire by adverse possession the right to obstruct 
or close a public street. Depriest v. Jones, (Va.) 21 8. E. 
Rep. 478. 

Possession not adverse to that of the owner of the legal title is 
inconsistent to support title by possession. hlonpek v. 
Perotka, (Wis.) 62 N. W. Rep. 537. 

Time during which title to land is in the government cannot be 
accounted to show adverse ion by one actually in 
possession. Wagnon v. Fairbanks, (Ala.) 17 So. Rep. 20. 

APPEAL. 

A party cannot assign as error a particular part of a judgment 
as to which he has not appealed. Pacific Mutual Life Ins. 
Co. v. Fisher, (Cal.) 39 Pac. Rep. 758. 

A party who consents to the form of a verdict in the trial court 
cannot object on — that it should have been different. 
wang v. Whitbeck Co., (Ct.) 32 N. Y. S. 1088; 11 Misc. 

. 241. 

An Pr tl will not be held unfair or misleading in the ab- 
sence from the record of the greater part of the testimony. 
Bradley v. Vernon, (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl. Rep. 330. 

Appeal from an order denying motion for new trial must be 
taken “ . case. Kenney v. Sommer, (Com. Pleas, N. Y.) 33 
N. Y. 8. 95. 

Appellant cannot complain that the verdict against him is in- 
— Saylor v. City of Montesano, (Wash.) 39 Pac. 
Rep. > 
Nor can a party complain on appeal of instruction which 

im too t a burden of proof upon his adversary. 
Goldsmith v. Taussig, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 178. 

Court of common pleas will not nt a re-argument after 
judgment has been affirmed by the court of appeals. Jung 

v. Kueffel, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 32 N. Y. S. 1136. 

Decision of appellate court on a previous appeal, is on a second 
appeal on substantially the same facts, res judicata. Wright 
v. Carson Water Co., (Nev.) 39 Pac. Rep. 872. 

Error of an excess in judgment which has not been called to the 
attention of the trial court will not considered on appeal. 
Gass v. Sanger, (Tex. Civ. App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 502. 

Error in refusing to admit evidence is not prejudicial if the same 
testimony was subsequently brought out. Strong v. Iowa” 
Cent. Ry. Co., 62 N. W. Rep. 799. 

Errors assigned but not discussed will be deemed waived. 
Lawrence v. Van Buskirk, (Ind. Sup.) 40 N. E. Rep. 54. 

Ground of a first new trial is within the discretion of a trial 
court. Starling v. Western Union Tel. Co, (Ga.) 21 8. E. 
Rep. 460. 

So, too, the giving or refusal to give argumentative instruc- 
tion. Bray v. Ely, (Ala.) 17 So. Rep. 180. 

So, too, when a case is brought to the court, the extent of 
expert testimony that may received. Wabash Ry. Co. v. 
City of Defiance, (Ohio Sup.) 40 N. E. Rep. 89. 

It is for the circuit court, but not the supreme, to decide upon 
the credibility of those making affidavits upon issuing at- 
tachments. Grollman v. Lipsitz, (8. C.) 218. E. Rep. 272. 

It is for the jury to determine whether plaintiff's testimony, 
though improper, should be believed against a number of 
witnesses for the defendant. Adams v. Chicago § M. W. Ry. 
Co., (Wis.) 62 N. W. Rep. 525. 

Motion for a new trial is unnecessary for a review of a decision 
on an issue of law. Ritchie v. Kansas, N. §& D. Ry. Co., 
(Kan.) 39 Pac. Rep. 718. 

Motion to dismiss an appeal must be made on a notice of eight 
days. Kenny v. Sumner, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 33N. Y. 8. 95. 
One who prays for the reformation of a decree, and is not 
afforded the full relief demanded, cannot, on appeal, com- 
plain that the court had no power to reform the decree. 

Secord v. Quigley, (Cal.) 39 Pac. Rep. 623. 

Order for examination in supplementary proceedings is not final 
and is unappealable. Bruce v, Crabtree, (N. C,) 218. E. 





Rep. 194. 


——= 

Points not discussed in the briefs are waived. First Nations 
Bank v. Hanne, (Ind. App.) 39 N. E. Rep. 1054. 

The fact that the statement of facts is stricken from the 
for lack of service does not authorize dismissal of 
First National Bank v. Andrews, (Washb.) 39 Pac. Rep. 

The question of a defect of parties to a a cannot be firs 
raised on appeal. Scott Force Hat Co. v. Sturgeon Say, Bani, 
(Mo. Supp.) 30 8. W. Rep. 183. 

The supreme court will not reverse a judgment on ex-parte gj, 
dence independent of the — oferror. Smith v, Stay, 
(Ind. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 1060. 

Where an engagement of counsel in an inferior court 
with one in the supreme court, he should attend to t, 
latter. City of Helena v. Brule, (Mont.) 39 Pac. Rep. 89, 

Where it ———— that the amount in controversy is | 
the jurisdictional amount on appeal, the appeal will be dis 
missed. Obert v. Oberlin Loan, Trust § Banking Co., (Kay) 
39 Pac. Rep. 699. P 

Where the order appealed from is discretionary, and no abuge jy 
shown, the Ts will be dismissed. McCarville v, Boy) 
(Wis.) 62 N. W. Rep. 517. : 
So, too, if the case is neither attested bv the clerk nor hay 

the seal of the court attached. German Reform Churd 

v. Abbey, (Kan.) 39 Pac. Rep. 691. 

But an appeal will not be dismissed because certain 
evidence is not in the record if the missing gy}. 
<> cumulative. Herbert v, Mayer, (La.} 17 8», 

p. 

Where the record on appeal discloses no error, and none is a. 
signed in the transcript, the judgment of the trial court wil] 
not be disturbed. Keyser v. Willman, (Tex. Civ. App.) % 
8S. W. Rep. 504. 

When the record proper differs from the statement of the cas 
on appeal, the former prevails. Threadgill v. Commission 
of Anson County, (N. C.) 218. E. Rep. 425. 


ATTACHMENT. 


Affidavit of attachment made on information and belief, must 
state the grounds of such information and belief. Empire 
Warehouse Co. v. Mallett, (Sup.) 32 N. Y. 8. 861. 

Affidavit reciting that the debtor had ‘‘disposed of his p 
with intent to defraud his creditors” need not contain th 
words “in whole or in part.” Steinam v. Gahniler, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 30 8. W. 472. 

Affidavit that property which defendant is alleged to hare 
fraudulently disposed of was not a part of defendant's home. 
stead, is not for the issuing of an attachment. 
Grollman v. Lipsitz, (8. C.) 21 8. E. Rep. 272. 

Error in rendering a judgment in attachment before the debt 
became due, is not waived by defendant’s offer from the de 
fendant on the réndition of the judgment to pay the debt. 
Crain v. Bode, (Wyo.) 39 Pac. Rep. 747. 

In attachment, the defense that the debt is not due, such fact 
not being apparent on the record, cannot be taken advantage 
of by motion toquash. Watles-Platter Grocer Co. v. Barhan, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 1118. 

Undertaking on attachment need not be under seal. Grollma 
v. Lipsitz, (8. C.) 21 8. E. Rep. 272. 

* When the issue as to the sufficiency of an attachment bond is 
presented by the affidavit of the defendant, and is heard b- 
fore the magistrate, the burden of proof is on the defendant 
to show insolvency. Reid v. Armour Packing Co., (Ga.) 21 
8. E. Rep. 131. 

Writ of attachment will not be dismisséd because it does not 
name defendant, where defendant’s identity can be ascer- 
tained by referring to the affidavit and bond. Mooret. 
Brewer, (Ga.) 218. E. Rep. 460. 

BANKS AND BANKING. 


A bank which entrusts its entire fmanagement to the cashiet 
is estopped to deny his authority to guarantee the peree 
of its paper upon his having it re-discounted for the bank. 
Davenport v. Stone, (Mich.) 62 N. W. Rep. 722. 

And such cashier has authority to bave the bank’s paper tf 
discounted in the usual course of business, and 
authority is not limited to extraordinary occasions D0 
admitting of delay. Same case. 

A note given by a depositor under an agreement with the bank- 
ing department to make good the capital of the bank if the 
department will refrain from closing it as insolvent, 18 # 
asset of the bank. Sickles v. Herold, (Com. PI. N. Y.)® 
N. Y. 8. 1083. 

CARRIERS. 


A carrier is liable, in the absence of statute, until notice to the 
consignee of the arrival of the goods aud reasonable time ' 
inspect and remove them have been given. Lake Erie fF. 
Ry. Co. v. Hatch, (Ohio Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 1042. c 

A carrier is liable in damages to a passenger who was carried 
past his destination, and then ejected from the train. Dave 
v. Morgan, La. § K. <9 G. Co., (La.) 17 So. Rep. 128. : 

A carrier’s liability is complete when it receives entire -_ 

of goods for immediate transportation. St. Louis, I. i 

8. Ry. Co. v. Murphy, (Ark.) 30 8. W. Rep. 419. 
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Arailroad company may relieve iteelf from the liability of dam- 
ages to goods received for shipment, if the dam occurs 
on @ connecting line, by aa ay Dy gare in the bill 
of lading. Hill v. Georgia, C. § N. R. Co., (8. C.) 21 8. E. 


Rep. 337. 

A viotons mob is not a “‘public enemy’ and therefore a carrier is 
liable to the —o for goods destroyed by the mob. 
Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. v. Nevill, (Ark.) 30 8. W. Rep. 425. 

A shipping cogtract limiting a carrier’s liability to a certain 
amount, in case of loss, is not binding where the loss is the 
result of the carrier’s negligence. Georgia Railroad & Bank- 
ing Co. v. Keener, (Ga.) 218. E. Rep. “ 

An initial carrier must give notice to connecting lines of the 
arrival of cattle at the terminus of its line for the trans- 
shipment over connecting lines. Louisville, St. Louis § P. 
R. Co. v. Bourne, (Ky.) 29 8. W. Rep. 975. 

The axle of a railroad car wheel is a part of ite machinery with- 
in an exception to a bill of lading of ‘‘accidents to boilers 
or machinery.” N. K. Fairbanks § Co. v. Cincinnati, N. O. 
$ T. P. BR. Co., (C. C.) 66 Fed. 471. 


CONFLICT OF LAWS. 

A contract made in a mam, ‘state to be wholly performed in 

Texas, will, in an aetion brought to enforce it in Texas, be 
verned \ the laws of Texas. 
Gir. App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 492. 

A guaranty executed and to be performed in Louisiana, is a 
Louisiana contract, and governed by the laws of that State, 
though designed to obtain credit in another State. Lachman 
v. Block, (La.) 17 So. Rep. 153. 

Debt due a resident by a non-resident may be garnished in the 
State of the non-resident. Wyeth Hardware § Manuf. Co. v. 
eo (Mo. Sap.) 20 8. W. 1010. 

The validity of a deed given by a resident of Alabama, of land 
therein, in payment of commission earned by a broker in 
New York in the parchase and sale of futures, is to be deter- 
mined by the law of New York. Hubbard v. Sayre, (Ala.) 
17 So. Rep. 17. 

CONTRACTS. 

A contract not to engage in a certain business in a certain town, 
while another carries on the same business therein, is not 
invalid, and indefinite as to its duration. Lisel v. Hayes, 
(Ind. Sup.) 40 N. E. Rep. 119. 

Agreement by the bookkeeper of a corporation to disclose its 
financial condition to another, is void, and it is immaterial 
that such other is a stockholder of the corporation. Daven- 
port v. Hulme, (Super. Ct. N. Y.) 32 N. Y. 8. 803. 

Express provision in a contract, for forfeiture of rights under it, 
precludes an implication of other causes of forfeiture. Cree 
v. Bristol, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 33 N. Y. 8. 19. 

Five dollars is a sufficient consideration for a contract under 
seal to convey land on the payment ofa — price 
within six manths. Sims v. Lide, (Ga.) 21 8. E. 220. 

The bare promise of a widow to pay a note executed by her dur- 
ing coverture is void, is not binding. Wilcox v. Arnold, 
(N. C.) 21 8. E. 434. 

Where a clause in a contract having been left unfinished is 
meaningless, the court will not su ply space or means to 
_ — effect. Sinclair v. Hicks, (N. C.) 21 8. E. 

p- 


Byers v. Brannon, (Tex. 


Where a contract is in a Sate language, it is for the jury to 


ascertain the meaning of the terms from the evidence of 
persons skilled in the —_— language. Badart v. Beulon, 
(Md.) 31 Atl. Rep. 513. 


CORPORATIONS. 

Aclaim against a dissolved corporation for money loaned to it 
after its dissolution, will be allowed only on a showing that 
it was necessary for the winding up ot the business. 
v, Tewabric Min. Co., (C. C. A.) 66 Fed. 391. 

Contracts made with a corporation by its own directors in good 
faith, and for a sufficient consideration, are valid. Roy § 
Co. v. Scott, Hartley § Co., (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 679. 

tors are not chargeable with neglect of duty because they 
refused to accept a proposition, which, though advantageous 
to the corporation was conditioned on their resignation. 
Bayles v. Vanderreer, (Sup.) 32 N. Y. 8. 1117, 11 Misc. Rep. 207. 

Indemnity mort executed by a corporation to ite directors 
by express authorization of the stockholders, is not void as 
against the corporation and stockholders, as involving a 
breach of trust. Sanford Fork § Tool Co. v. Howe, Brown $ 
Co., 15 Sup. Ct. 621. 

Individual officers and directors of a corporation which have 
infringed a patent, cannot be ordered to account for the 
— of suc oe gong Mergenthaler Linotype Co. v. 

idder, (C. C.) 65 Fed. Rep. 853. 

One taking a mortgage from a corporation is not bound to know 

that proper notice of a meeting authorizing the morteege 

was given to all of the directors. Kuser v. Wright, (N. J. 

Err, & App.) 31 Atl. Rep. 397. 

Where a mortgage had uo notice that one of the directors 
had ceased to be a stockholder when the mortgage 
was made, he will be deemed a director de facto. 
Same case. 


ason 





One who receives the benefit of a loan from a loan association 
cannot defeat a recovery therefor on the ground that a loan 
contract was ultra vires. Central Building § Loan Assoc. v. 
Lampron, (Minn.) 62 N. W. Rep. 544. 

Receiver of an insolvent corporation cannot successfully assail a. 
mortgage given by the ration because it was accepted 
for an antecedent debt. Kuserv. Wright, (N. J. Err. & App.) 
31 Atl. Rep. 397. 

Stockholders are estopped to deny the validity of a mo age im 
the giving of which = have acquiesced. Roy - De 

name Scott, Hartley § Co., (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 679. 


Additions subsequent in a deed, working a forfeiture of the es- 
tate conveyed, should be —<y- ed. Ritchie v. 
Kansas, N. & D. Ry. Co., (Kan.) 39 Pac. Rep. 718. 

Deed purporting to convey “two-thirds of the following de- 
scribed lote,” without designating the cular two-thirds. 
intended, is void. Mutual Building § m Assoc. v. Wyeth, 
(Ala.) 17 So. Rep. 45. 

Provisions of a contract for the sale of land are, as general rule, 
merged in a deed subsequently made in full execution of the 
contract of sale. West Boundary Real Estate Co. v. Bayless, 
(Md.) 31 Atl. Rep. 442. 

Title to land originally granted to McD. P. & Co. does not pass 
by a conveyance by the administrator of J. McD. in the ab- 
sence of conveyance of evidence that he was a member of 
such firm. . Dowdy v. McArthur, (Ga.) 21 8. E. Rep. 148. 

EMINENT DOMAIN. 


Decision of the commissioners on confiicting evidence will not 
be disturbed on the grounds that the award was too great. 
In re Carpenter County Ct., 32 N. Y. 8. 826. 

Evidence as to what some property in the neighborhood, about 
the time of the —— was sold for, is admissible to 
aid in estimatip ages. Forsyth Boulevarde v. Forsyth, 
30 8. W. Rep. 188. 

Omission of the word “faithfally” from the oath of commission- 
ers in condemnation proceedings, is material, and invali- 
dates the proceeding unless it is waived. 
(Sup.) 32 N. Y. 8. 891. 

Objection to the places of residence of the commissioners 
are not jurisdictional, and may therefore be waived. 
Same -— for inj a 

The measure of damages for injury to p abutting on a 
street by the construction of a railroad thereon, is the dif- 
ference between their value of the prope before it was 
known that the railroad will be built, and its depreciation 
after its construction. Maysrille § B. 8S. R. Co. v. Ingram, 
(Ky.) 30 8. W. Rep. 8. 

Where land condemned for railroad was available for both min- 
ing and town lot purposes, it was error in ascertaining the 
market value to compel owner to elect whether he would 
prove the value as town lots or asa mine. Missouri Pacific 
& N. Ry. Co. v. Forbis, (Mont.) 39 Pac. Rep. 571. 

A railroad company does not take the owner’s estate in 
minerals in land condemned for its right of way, nor 
only so far as to preserve its easement, the right to work 
the ground for such minerals. Same case. 

EQUITY. 

Centract obtained by duress caunot be rescinded by injured 
party without restoring, or offering to restere what he has 
received thereunder. Ernest M. Munn, (C. C. A.) 66 Fed. 
Rep. 356. . 

Difference in mental capacity of parties to a contract is not 

round for recission unless one over-reaches the other with 

fis superior capacity. Moore v. Cross, (Tex. Sup.) 298. W. 

Rep. 1051. 

Equity has jurisdiction of suit for accounting, where the 
matter involved is a complicated ee account of many 
items. Gunnv. Brinkley Car Works §& Mfg. Co., (C. C. A.) 
66 Fed. Rep. 382. : 

Equitable action cannot be maintained solely for an accounting, 
but in a proper action an accounting may be ordered as in- 
cidental thereto. Abbey v. Wheeler, (Sup.) 32 N. Y. S. 1069. 

In actions to cancel deeds signed by a wife under duress, she 
need not tender back the money paid her husband. Davis 
v. Van Wie, (Tex. Civ. App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 492. 

In an action to set aside a conveyance to a wife, as having been 
procured by undue influence, evidence as to what would 
have constituted a reasonable provision for the wife is ad- 
missible. Lewis v. Lindhardt, (Mo. Sup.) 29S. W. Rep. 1025. 

Laches is the neglect to do, what in law should have been do 
for an unreasonable and unexplained length of time, 
under circumstances permitting diligence. Rabbv. Sullivan, 
(8. C.) 21 8. E. Rep. 277. 

One, who, after discovering the alleged fraudulent representa- 
tions in the making ot a contract continues to act under it, 
and retains its fruits. ratifies the same. EZ. Bement § Sons 
v. La Dow, (C. C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 185. 

Where the defense of the statute of limitations or of laches 
appears on the face of a bill, it may be taken advantage of 
by demurrer. errill v. Town of Monticell,, (C. C.) 66 
Fed. Rep. 165, 


In re Gilroy, 
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EVIDENCE. 


4 


A deed not duly regigtered is inadmissible on the plea of five 
years limitation . Davidson v. Wallingford, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
30 S. W. Rep. 286. 

A letter is. not admissible without proof of its being genuine, 
and such proof cannot be supplied by what appears on its 
face. Freeman v. Brewster, (Ga.) 21 8. E. Rep. 165. 

A plot of land is not necessarily inadmissible because not made 
by acivilengineer. Gustin v. Jose, (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 687. 

Accounts in a ledger which does not purport to be a book of 
original entry, are not, by themselves, competent to prove 
“a — Jn re Huston’s Estate, (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl. 

p. 553. 

Acts and declarations inter alios are not admissible to affect the 

a ig action. Henry'v. Agostini, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 33 


‘Declarations of mere bystanders who are wholly disconnected 
with the transactions under investigation, are admissible as 
a part of the res gestae. Wilkins v. Ferrell, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
30 S. W. Rep. 450. 

In actions against a railroad for failare to furnish sufficient 
cattle guards, witnesses cannot give their opinion as to how 
guards should be built. Kansas City, M. § V. R. Co. v. 
Spencer, (Miss.).17 So. Rep. 168. , 

‘In actions for personal injuries, exclamations and expressions of 

present suffering by plaintiff on account of injury, are ad- 
missible, though made some time thereafter. Island Coal 
Co. v. Risher, (Ind. App.) 40 N. E. Rep. 158. 

In suits to establish lost insttuments, the proof as to the con- 
tents should be real and satisfactory. Fris v. Griffin, (Fla.) 
17 So. Rep. 66. 

It is error to permit a party to testify to the meaning of deposi- 
tions and writings on file in a case, as it is an invasion of 
the province of the jury. Thomson-Housion Electric Co. v. 
Berg, (Tex. Civ. App.) 30 8S. W. Rep. 454. 

Letter press copy of a writing is secondary evidence of the con- 
tents of « writing, and not admissible without the laying of 
a proper foundation. Thomson-Houston Electric Co. v. Berg, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 30 S. W. Rep. 454. 

Non-expert testimony is admissible to show at what speed a 
train was running at the time of an action, but not to show 
that such speed is dangerous. Alabama, G. S. R. Co. v. 
Hall, (Ala.) 17 So. Rep. 176. 

. Oral proof is admissible to establish the contents of a lost memo- 
randum. Davis v. Kroyder, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 191. 

Parol evidence is not admissible to show that one signing a note 
as maker is in fact only an endorser. Tacoma Mills Co. v. 
Sherwood, (Wash.) 39 Pac. 977. 

Nor evidence of what took place before or after the execu- 
tion of an agreement to vary its terms. Sirk v. Ela, 
(Mass.) 40 N. E. Rep. 183. 

Nor the declarations of a surveyor to contradict his official 
report on which the State has issued the grant. Rensens 
v. Lawson, (Va.) 21 8, E. Rep. 347. 

Nor to prove a verbal agreement that a note made by a 
married woman should be a charge on her separate 
estate. Wallacev. Goodlet, 308. W. Rep. 27, 99 Tenn. 598. 

Nor to show the purposes for which certain goods were 
shipped, pursuant to correspondeace, where the vorres- 
pondence itself was in evidence. Dobbin v. Blanchard, 
(Ga.) 21 8. E. Rep. 215. 

Secondary evidence of the contents of the record of a deed is 
admissible without giving the notice required by statute of 
an intention to introduce a record. Hobbs v. Beers, (8. C.) 
21 S. E. Rep. 305. 

The, burden of proof is upon the party asserting the affirmative 
of an issue. Marsh rv. Allen, (Miss.) 17 So. Rep. 82. 

The court will not take judicial notice of the contents of cit 
+ cae ag Shanfelter v. City of Baltimore, (Md.) 31 Atl. 


Rep. , 

The court will take judicial notice of last official United States 
census to determine the population of a county. State ex 
rel Dickason v. Marion County Ct., (Mo. Sup.) 30 8. W. 


Rep. 103. 

The fact that one was a clerk of court at a certain date does not 
create a presumption that he held the office before that time. 
Jarvis v. Vanderford, (N. C.) 218. E. Rep. 302. 

There is no error in pm an unofficial map made by a wit- 
ness when it is offered only in connection with his testimony, 
and not as independent evidence. Tanner v. United States, 
(C. C. A.) 66 Fed. Rep. 280. 

Nor is there error in such admission in connection with the 
testimony of a witness who made it. Same case. 


EXECUTION. 


An injunction will lie to restrain the execution of a jud 
which is void for want of jarisdiction of defendant. 
v. Booker, (Tex, Civ. App.) 30 8S. W. Rep. 67. 

An order for examination in supplementary proceedings may 
issue against the defendant's assignee. Bruce r. Crabtree, 
(N. C.) 31S, E. Rep. 194. 

A substantial compliance with the law in reference to the affida- 


ent 
offord 





vit by third person, claiming personal property seized on 


execution, as to the character of their ownership, is all that 
is necessary. Gravely v. Southern Ice Machine Ce, (La.) 17 
So. Rep. 166. 

In the absence of statute authorizing it, a sale of property unde 
an execution issned on a judgment for money after the death 
of the judgment debtor, is void. Bynmer v. Garen, (le 
Civ. App.) 29 S. W. Rep. 1119. 

Loss of jurisdiction in a proceeding will not be presumed from 
failure of the record to show a regular adjournment. Robert. 
son vt. Hay, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 33 N Y. 8. 31 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 


A decree showing that a certain deed was given and recorded 
setting it aside as fraudulent without any finding of faci; 
to justify such action, is erroneous. Kobinson v. McKay 
(Mo. Sup.) 308. W. Rep. 156. : 

An insolvent may exchange his merchandise for lani, thong) 
the land is not worth as much as the property which bg 
buys, if, in fact, he believes that it is. Chesser v. Clamp 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 30S. W. Rep. 466. : 

Bill of sale by an insolvent merchant of his entire business, jx 
as against the creditors, prima facie fraudulent. Charalie 
v. Commins, (Cal.) 39 Pac. Rep. 929. 

Conveyance by an insolvent debtor in consideration of the 
guarantee’s assumption of certain debts, is fraud. Jolly r. 
Kyle, 39 Pac. Rep. 999. 

Defendant may be interrogated as tothe part taken by creditors 
in the fraudulent concealment of his books. Wolff v. Wolf, 
(La ) 17 So. Rep. 126. 

Guarantee of a judgment creditor to purchase at the execution 
and sale, cannot sue to set aside as fraudulent, a deed made 
by a judgment debtor prior to the sale. Helden v. Helles, 
(Md.) 31 Atl. Rep. 506. 

It is error to charge that if the jary should find that the deed is 
fraudulent as to one creditor, they should find it frandulent 
and void as to all. Blair v. Brown, (N. Car.) 218. E. Rep. 434, 
So, too, a charge that if the jury should find that the as. 

signor executed the deed of assignment with a view to 
becoming indebted, they should tind it fraudulent and 
void. Same case. 

Sale of merchandise, valid as between the parties, cannot be at. 
tacked as fraudulent by a third person who does not show 
that he is a judgment or attaching creditor. Clark v. Laird, 
1 Mo. App. Rep. 106. 

The fact that a debt due from a husband to his wife was brought 
by limitation, does not render it insnfficient to sustain a 
conveyance as against the creditors. Leake v. Anderson, (8. 
Car.) 21 8. E. Rep. 439. 

The fact that a trustee in favor of certa‘n creditors of an insol- 
vent debtor secures attorneys’ fees for drawing a deed, does 
not reuder the conveyance fraudulent. Muse v. Chaney, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 374. 

The fact that a mortgage is dated on Sanday is not sufficient in 
an action to set it aside as in fraud of creditors to show that 
it was antedated for some fraudulent purpose. Leake t. 
Anderson, (8. Car.) 21 8. E. Rep. 439. 

The owner of a homestead, may, a3 against the creditors, con- 
vey the same in consideration of support of life. Bankof 

Versailles v. a (Mo. Sup.) 29 S. W. Rep. 1004. 

The statute of fraudulent conveyances does not “pply to the 
conveyance made by a debtor husband solely for the par- 

of ae to the wife property held in trust for 

- er. DeBerry v. Wheeler, (Mo. Sup.) 30 8. W. Rep. 338. 


HOMESTEAD. 


A widower may mortgage his homestead upon which he re- 
sides with his pre, na Rice v. Svottish American Mortg. Co., 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 75. 

A written release and transfer of a homestead signed by a hus- 
band and wife, but not acknowledged and recorded as re- 

uired by statute, is void. Tabler v. Sullivan, (Ky.) 29 8. 
W. Rep. 972. 


If minor beneficiaries under a homestead have rights at age, 
they cannot recover rent and profits from one who wrong- 
fully excluded them from possession during their minority. 
Moore v. Hickock, (Ga ) 2138. E. Rep. 144. - 


HORSE AND STREET RAILROADS. 


A bridge owned by a county is part of a highway within the 
provision of the act of 1889, authorizing street railway con- 
panies to extend their line. Berks County v. Reading City 
Pass. Ry. Co., (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl. Rep. 474. : : 

Consent of the supervisor of a township to the occupancy of its 
roads by a street railway in consideration of the railway 
company providing him with employment, confers no rights 
on the company being obtained by bribery. Lehigh Coal ¢ 
Nav. Co. v. Inter-County St. Ry. Co., (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl 
Rep. 471. 

Construction of a street railway along a country road will be 
enjoined until damages have been paid or secured to the 
satisfaction of an abutting owner if he brings suit in pro 
time. Pennsylvania R. Co. v. Montgomery County Pass. by. 
Co., (Pa. Sup.) 31 Atl. Rep. 468. 
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One in charge of an electric street car need not — the car be- 

fore reaching a crossing for the purpose of looking and 
listening when no danger is apparent. Savannah T. § I. of 
A. Ry. e. Beasley, (Ga.) 21 8. E. Rep. 285. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


A busband acting as the general agent of « wife, cannot direct 
payment, which he makes with her money, to be — to 
his debt. Gleaton v. Tyler, (8. Car.) 21 8. E. Rep. 333. 

A married woman cannot appoint an agent in regard to her 

roperty not held as her equitable sy estate. Macfar- 
land v. Hein, (Mo. Sap.) 8. W. p. 1030, overruling 
Mead v. Spaulding, 94 Mo. 48. 

A note made by a married woman purpo'ting neither to charge 
her separate estates, nor to be for her benefit, is invaild. 
Wilcox v. Arnold, (N. Car.) 218. E. Rep. 434. 

A wife is liable on a joint note and mortgage, made by herself 
and husband, only to the amoont of the consideration that 
she received. Dobbins v. Blanchard, (Ga.) 21 8. E. Rep. 215. 

A wife may maintain an action at Jaw for the recovery of her 
personal property against a bailee of her husband. Gold- 
smith v, Taussig, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 178. 

A wife may recover from her husband’s administrator the value 
of her separate property taken and sold by her husband. 
Jones v. Canon, (Del. Super.) 8 Houston 1. : 

In a proceeding by a wif+ against her husband for an allowance 
or pees the question as to what is a reasonable allowance 
is for the court. Cram v. Cram, (N. Car.) 2158. E. Rep. 197. 

Land acquired by a husband is presumed, in the absence of re- 
butting evidence, to have been purchased with the property 
of the husband. Hoffman v. Nolty, (Mo. Sup.) 29 8. W. 
Rep. 1006. 

Land conveyed to a wife is assumed, in the absence of other 
evidence, to have been purchased with funds of the hus- 
band. Lins v. Linhardt, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep. 1025. 

Land purchased by a wife in her own name and with her own 
money, is presumed, in the absence of other evidence, to be 
her separate property. Webster v. Thorndyke, (Wash.) 39 
Pac. Rep. 677. 

INJUNCTION. 


A temporary ex parte —— 
on motion before answer filed that the bill is for dis- 
covery. Fendwick Hall v. Town of Old Saybrook, (C. C.) 66 
Fed. Rep. 399. 

Equity will not enjoin assignment of a lease on the ground that 
the proposed assignee is insolvent where the assignors’ re- 
sponsibility for rent will continue. McBee v. Sampson, (C. 
C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 416. 

Nor will injunction lie to restrain a city from closing a va- 
cated and unimproved alley, where plaintiff’s land is 
but a small part of the block through which the alley 
runs, and all the other owners desire to close it. Christ- 
ian v. City of St. Louis, (Mo. Sup.) 28 S. W. Rep. 996. 

JUDGMENT. 


A decree against a non resident who has not appeared, based 
purely upon an invalid at'achment of his property is void. 
Kuyser v. Guggenheimer, (Va.) 21 8. E. Rep. 475. 

A general finding vf one party cannot form the basis of a motion 
for judgment with the opposite party. Smith v. State, (Ind. 
Sap.) 39 N, E. Rep. 1060. 

Applicati in to open a default will not be denied on the ground 
that the proposed defense is unconscionable. Benedict v. 
Arnouz, (Sup ) 32 N. Y. S. 905. 

On such application where the default was suffered by mis- 
take and without laches, the validity of the proposed 
defense will not be passed on unless it is clearly frivol- 
ous. Same case. 

Bill of review does not lie to review an interlocutory order to an 
administsator to sell Jand. First Nat. Bank v. Hanna, (Ind. 
App.) 29 N. E. Rep. 1054. 

Judginent in partition is res judicata of all defenses that defen- 
dant might have interposed. Choppin v. Union Nat. Bank, 
(La.) 17 So. Rep. 201. 

Judgments rendered in term by court + pone jurisdiction, 
are presumed to be regular. Jordan v. John Ryan Co., (F la.) 
17 So. Rep. 73. 

Motion in arrest of judgment must be made before the rendition 
- the judgment. Smith v. State, (Ind. Sup.) 29 N. E. Rep. 

060, 


order may be dissolved on 


Trial court, after jurisdiction of the appellate court has attached 
can amend its judgment so as tv correct a clerical error. 
Hurlbut v. Lang, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 1109. 

Under Ohio practice, a against general verdict cannot 
be entered unless all the facts necessary to support the 
judgment are oxy: fund. N. K. Fairbank § Co. v. 
Cincinnati, N. O. § T. P. Ry. Co., (C. C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 471. 

Where a court has no jurisdiction of an action, any order which 
it makes therein is void. Ez parte Gardner, (Nev.) 39 Pac. 
Rep. 570. ' 

LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF. 


An application, a year and a half after the issues in a case 
were made up, to file an amended answer setting up the 





statute, was properly refused. Owers v. Olanthe Silver Min- 
ing Co., (Col. App.) Pac. Rep. 980. 

Part payment of an obligation without authority of the debtor by 
trustees under an assi t by the latter for the benefit 
of creditors, will not remove the bar of the statute. Battle 
v. Battle, (N. Car.) 218. E. Rep. 177. 

Payment by the principal debtor of interest on a guaranted 
claim before the claim is barred by limitation, extends the 
statute as to the guarantor, there being no contract to the 
contrary. Hooper v. Hooper, (Md.) 31 Atl. Rep. 508. 

The statute begins to run against coupon on a bond at the time 
such coupon becomes due, irrespective of when the bond it- 
self is due. Treadgill v. Com’re of Anson County, (N. Car.) 
21 8. E. Rep. 425. 

NEGLIGENCE. 


In an action for injuries received by a etreet car passenger in a 
collision with a railway train, negligence of the driver of 
the street car cannot be imputed to the passenger. Ome Cc. 
& S. F. Ry. Co. «. Pendery, (Tex. Sup.) 29 8. W. Rep. 1038. 

In Texas the doctrine of comparative negligence does not ob- 
tain. McDonald v. Railway Co., 22 8. W. Rep. 939, 86 Tex. 
1, followed. Turner v. Ft. Worth & D. C. Ry. Uo., (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 30 8. W. Rep. 253. 

Leaving open an bes ape trap door in the back part of a 
store, where goods are stored, is negligence, render ng the 
storekeeper liable for injuries caused thereby to persons 
coming into that part of the store at the owner's invitation. 
Pelton v. Schmidt, (Mich.) 62 N. W. Rep. 552. 

A teamster who, after delivering gopde at the back door of 
store, as directed by the propriétor, starts through the 
rear part of the store for a receipt, and falls through an 
open trap door, is not, ag a matter of law, a trespasser, 
so as to prevent a recovery for the injuries received. 
Same case. 

Negligence consisting in driving a team at reckless speed on a 
public street cannot be overcome by showing an urgent 
necessity fer thus driving. Eaton v. Crips, (lowa.) 62 N. W. 
Rep. 687. 

The owner of a defective wall is liable for injuries caused by its 
falling, though it was at the time in possession of another 
for the purpose of repairing. Knoop v. Alter, (La.) 17 So. 
Rep. 139. 

Whether a speed of 45 miles an hour by a train going down 
grade shows oo on the part of defendant, is a ques- 
tion of fact for the jury. Lowisville § N. R. Co. v. Woods, 
(Ala.) 17 So. Rep. 41. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


A note given by the treasurer of a corporation in consideration 
of a discharge of a a claim against the corporation 
is valid. Housatonic Nat. Bank v. Foster, (Sup.) 32 N. Y. 8. 
1031. 

A note payable in three months becomes payable on demand 
where the time fixed for its payment is extended in- 
definitely. Greer v. Lafayette County Bank, (Mo. Sup.) 30 8. 
W. Rep. 319. 

A transfer of a note, as collateral for a pre-existing debt, is a 
transfer for value. National Revere Bank v. Morse, (Mass.) 
40 N. E. Rep. 180. 

An endorsenient may be made upon the face of the note with the 
same effect as upon the back. Shain v. Sullivan, (Cal.) 39 
Pac. Rep. 606. 

Possession of a note by the payee is presumptive evidence of his 
ownership thereof, though it had been endorsed by him. 
Middleton v. Griffith, (N. J. Err. & App.) 31 Atl. Rep. 405. 

The burden of proot to show that the note in suit was satisfied 
by an assignment of certain property to plaintiff is on de- 
fendant. 28 8. W. Rep. 167, affirmed. Oil-Well Supply Co. 
v. Wolf:, (Mo. Sup.) 30S. W. Rep. 145. 

The holder of a note is presumptively the owner and is the real 
party in interest with a right to sue thereon. Meadowcraft 
vt. Walsh, (Mont.) 39 Pac. Rep. 914. 


NEW TRIAL. 


A new trial on the und of newly discovered evidence must 
be founded on A og affidavits of the proposed new witness, 
unless it is shown that they cannot be obtained. Jn re 
Mayer’s Estate. (Sup.) 32 N. Y.S. 851. 

A new trial will not be granted upon the ground of newly dis- 
covered evidence which is cumulative. Eaton v. Crips, 
(Iowa) 62 N. W. Rep. 687. 

An objection to the regularity or sufficiency of the pleading can- 
not be raised by motion for a new trial. Rives v. Lamar, 
(Ga.) 218. E. Rep. 294. 

The court must consider the grounds alleged on motion for a 
new trial, and exercise its judgment as to their sufficiency, 
and cannot overrale the motion pro forma. Smih v. Benton, 
(Kan.) 39 Pac. Rep. 701. 

Where a party’s witness is in an intoxicated condition when 
called by him, he should move for a continuance until the 
witness becomes sober. Pittsburg C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co. v. 
Geltmaker, (Ky.) 30S. W. Rep. 394. 
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TRIAL. 


Exceptions to questions in depositions which had been admitted 
without objection in two } amare trials of the same case 
were properly overruled. mercial Bank v. Burgwyn, (N. 
C.) 21 S. Rep. 202. 

It is proper for the court or members of the jury to question 

_ Witnesses on points not clearly brought out in the case. 
Shaefer v. St. Louis § S. Ry., (Mo. Sup.) 30 8. W. Rep. 331. 

The statement that certain ev:dence is “illegal,” without dis- 
elosing why, is too general to warrant striking it out. 
Moore v. Brewer, (Ga.) 21 S. E. Rep. 460. 

Where no objection is made to a question at the time it is put, 
@ motion to strike out an answer responsive thereto is 1 
aad ~~ ‘ep—aies Ellinger v. Rawlings, (Ind. App.) 40 N. E. 

p. 146. 


INSTRUCTIONS.—A charge rendered incomplete and mislead- 
iag by the apparent omission of certain words is reversible 
error. Galveston v. Land § Improvement Co. v. Lery, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 30 S. W. Rep. 504. 

A judge, in charging the jury, is not bound to adopt the 
language suggested by counsel in requesting the charge. 

Southern Bell Telephone § Telegraph Co. v. Watts, (C. C. 
A.) 66 Fed. Rep. 460. 

An instruction erroneously limiting the liability of defen- 
dant is cured by a verdict which exempts him from any 
liabilitv. sae 4 v. St. Louis § S. Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 

. W. Rep. 331. 

An instruction F a | speculative in ite character will be 
refused. atts v. Southern Bell Telephone § Telegraph 
Co., (C. C.) 66 Fed. Rep. 453. 

In giving an instruct:on it is error to tell the jury that they 
must use it in so far as they find it Fg eg Guinard 
v. Knapp, Stout § Co., (Wis.) 62 N. W. Rep. 625. 

It is proper to refuse instructions not applicable to the evi- 
dence. Campau v. City of Detroit, (Mich.) 62 N. W. 
Rep. 718. 

It is error to refuse an instruction because one paragraph 
thereof is erroneous, where the erroneous part can 
separated from the correct portion. Burnham v. Logan, 
(Tex. Sup.) 29 S. W. Rep. 1067; Id. (Tex. Civ. App.) 

S. W. Rep. 97. 

One who does not request a specific instruction cannot com- 
plain.that a charge was too general. Burnham v. Logan, 
(Tex. Sup.) 29 S. W. Rep. 1067. 

It was error to tell the jury that if they answered ‘‘ Yes ” to 
a certain interrogatory the general verdict for plaintiff 
could not stand. Coats v. Town of Stanton, (Wis.) 62 N. 
W. Rep. 619. 

The refusal to give a proper charge is harmless where it 
appears that such refusal did not change the verdict. 

own of West Covington v. Schultz, (Ky.) 30S. W.Rep.410. 

Where the evidence is conflicting, a misleading charge will 
mot be held harmless. Finks v. Cox, (Tex. Civ. App.) 30 
S. W. Rep. 512. 

VERDICT.—Findings that a certain person had been absent for 
more than seven years and unheard of during that time, but 
with no finding that she was dead, does not support a 
——— of her death. Albright v. Hawk,(Ohio Sup.) 39 N. 
E. Rep. 1044. 


In an action for the recovery of money only, it is within the 
discretion of the jury to find a general or a special ver- 
dict. Rev. St. § 4497,C. R Shaw Lumber Co. v. Man- 
ville, (Idaho) 39 Pac. Rep. 559. 

It is the duty of the jury, when they return a special ver- 
dict, to find every fact —_— by the evidence. City of 
Ft. Wayne v. Durnell, (Ind. App.) 39 N. E. Rep. 1049. 

The court may, of its own motion, propound to the jury inter- 
rogatories to be returned with the general verdict. 
Senhenn v. City of Evansville, (Ind. Sup.) 40 N. E. Rep. 69. 

The court to which a case is submitted, without a jury, can- 
not be required to find special issues of fact. City of 
Key West v. Baer, (C. C. A.) 66 Fed. Rep. 440. 





The Supreme Court of Georgia held, in the recent case of 
Maynard et. al. v. Render, that a written contract for the pur- 
chase of a stated number of “cords of wood,” the contract being 
silent as to the lengths into which the wood was to be cut, was 
so far ambiguous as to render parol evidence admissible to show 
what was the real agreement of the parties in this respect; thiat 
in such a contract the significance of the word “cords” would, 
without explanation, relate to quantity, and not to lengths or 
shapes of the sticks of wood; that if the contract was to de- 
liver so much “cord wood,” the significance of the words just 
quoted would be otherwise; that where under a contract to de- 
liver a certain number of “cords of wood” at a giiven point, at a 
time certain, and upon an agreed price, the seller so far com- 
plies with his agreement as to deliven the wood, but the same 
is not cut into lengths required for “cord wood,” if the purchaser 
hve an opportunity to inspect the wood, he must either accept 
or reject the whole, and that if he accepts a part without ob- 
jection, he will not thereafter, upon a suit for the contract 
price, be heard to object that the wood was not cut im accord- 
ance with his understanding of the agreement between himself 





and the seller. ‘ila! Sale is 
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LAW. 


Full text of the Latest Decisions of A and Supreme Courts upon Com, 
mercial, and Financial and in Pointe of 
= f . Sw volving Prec 


BANKING—DEPOSIT OF CHECK—LIABILITY OF BANK 
FOR FAILURE TO COLLECT. 
Bailie v. Augusta Savings Bank. (Supreme Court of Georgia) 
1. Where a check upon a bank in North Carolina, payable 
to the order cf a named person was, by his indorsement, made 
payable to the order of another person, described as “trustee,” 
who resided in Georgia, and the latter, after indorsing the 
check in blank, delivered it to his cestui que trust, who de. 
posited it in a bank in the city of her residence, of which she 
was a regular customer, and with which she kept an account, 
and her account was thereupon credited with the check as 
such, and not as cash, and it was not the intention of the pan 
ties that the title to the check should pass to the bank as ab. 
solute owner, but that the latter should underake its collection 
for the benefit of the depositor, the bank was not liable for the 
value of the check as a purchaser of the same. 


2. ‘Where, under the circumstances above indicated, a 
bank received for collection from a customer a check which, 
by. the exercise of proper diligence, might have been collected, 
it became, in the absence of any express or implied contract 
to the contrary, liable for any neglect of duty whereby the col. 
lection of the check was defeated, whether such neglect arose 
from the default of its own officers, or from that of its corre 
epondent or agent, to whom it may have sent the check for 
collection; and in such case it would be immaterial whether 
such correspondent or agent was the bank upon which the 
check was drawn or another. 

(Syllabus by the Court.) 


Errer from city of Richmond; W. F. Five, Judge. 


Action by Sarah R. Bailie against the Augusta Savings 
Bank. There was judgment for defendant, and plaintiff brings 
error. Reversed. 

The following is the official report: 

Suit was brought by Sarah R. Bailie against the Augusta 
Savings Bank for $1,000 and interest, claimed to be due on 
account of tre nonpayment by th? bank of the principal sum 
on demand, which sum was claimed to have been deposited 
with the bank for her by her trustee. The jury found for the 
bank, and the plaintiff excepted to the refusal of a new trial. 

Among other evidence introduced was the following state. 
ment of facts agreed to by both sides: Prior to Nov. 21, 1Si)1, 
plaintiff had been a depositor with defendant, having a regular 
passbook. On that day a deposit was made by her, and the 
following entry was made on the passbook: “Check on First 
National Bank of Wilmington, $1,000." This check was “No. 

Wilmington, North Carolina, Nov. 19, 1891. First Na- 
tional Bank of Wilmington, pay to the order of E. S. Tennant, 
Secretary, one thousand dollars ($1,000). Carolina Interstate 
B. & L. Per E. C. Borden, Treasurer.”” It was indorsed: “Pay 
to the order of George A. Bailie, trustee. E. S. Tennant. Sec 
retary.” Also: “George A. Bailie, trustees for Sarah R. 
Bailie and children.” Defendant indorsed it thus: “Pay to the 
order First National Bank, for account Augusta Savings Bank, 
Augusta, Ga. W. B. Young, Cashier.”” On the same day de- 
fendant forwarded the check to the First National Bank of 
Wilmington, with a letter, stating that the check is inclosed 
“for collection and return,”’ and further, “Protest all unpaid pa- 
pers at once, unless otherwise instructed.” The check was re- 
ceived by the First National Bank of Wilmington on Monday, 
Nov. 23, 1891, and such receipt acknowledged in a letter writ- 
ten to defendant on that day. The First National Bank of 
Wilmington charged the same to the account of C. E. Borden, 
Treasurer, who had to his credit that day $1,596.71, leaving a 
balance to his credit of $596.71. The Interstate Building & 
Loan Association had no account in its corporate name on the 
tooks, though C. E. Borden was its treasurer, and the money of 
said corporation was credited to his account as such. On 
Wednesday morning, Nov. 25, 1891, the First National Bank of 
Wilmington announced that it had suspended payment. It 
received deposits and paid checks on the 24th up to 2 o’clock 
p. m., the regular hour for closing the bank. The name of the 
Augusta Savings Bank does not appear upon the books of the 
First National Bank of Wilmington in any way except upon 
the collection book. Upon the appointment of a receiver for 
the last-named bank, he found therein a letter addressed to the 
Augusta Savings Bank; inclosing a check on New York for the 
amount of this collection of $1,000, less 10 cents. Defendant 
wrote to said receiver, requesting him to return the check 
which had been so forwarded for collection; but he refused to 
surrender it, claiming that it was a voucher. He has since re 
turned fit to the drawer of it, and admitted the claim of the 
drawer for the balance to his credit. The first information of 
the failure of the Wilmington bank was received by George A. 
Bailie, plaintiff’s husband, from the president of the National 
Bank of Augusta. On the day after the failure, Percy May, 
the teller of the Augusta Savings Bank, called upon Bailie and 
told him the bank had failed, and that his check was drawn 
up. Neither plaintiff not her husband had, previously to the 
failure, heard a word affecting the solvency of the bank; nor 
at the time of the deposit and transmission of the check had 
the defendant any notice or knowledge of any insolvency of 
the Wilmington bank. Upon information of the failure, dé- 
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dant charged off on plaintiff's deposit book the amount of 

rd deposit. She notified the Carolina Interstate Building & 

Association of the fact, but the association refused to 
recognize any labliity on its part. This association was, and 
still is, in good standing financially, being a corporation of 
North Carolina. H. M. Borden, the cashier of the First Na- 
tional Bank of Wilmington, at the time of the drawing of the 
check, and up to the failure of the bank, was vice-president 
and a director of the Building and Loan Association. George A. 
Bailie, plaintiff’s husband, was an officer of the Augusta branch 
of said association during the time referred to, and had ne- 
gotiated, for the trust estate of his wife and children, a loan 
on real estate in the city of Augusta, upon which improvements 
were being erected; and it was upon this property that this 
money was to be expended for the purpose of paying for the 
{mprovements. At the time of the transmission of the check 
for collection there was, and still is, in the city of Wilmington, 
another bank which was and is in good standing credit, to 
wit, the Bank of Hanover. 

Frank H. Miller and William K. Miller, for plaintiff in 
error. J. R. Lamar, for defendant in error. 

SIMMONS, C. J. 1. In the absence of anything indicating 
a different understanding, a bank which, in the ordinary course 
of business, receives from a depositor a check upon another 
pank, and credits it on his deposit book, not as cash, but as a 
check, will not be held to be an absolute purchaser of the 

“If a bank does not wish to assume the relation of a 
debtor for the paper to the depositor, this intention may be 
manifested in a very explicit manner by crediting the paper as 
paper.” Railway Co. v. Johnston, 23 Blatchf. 492, 27 Fed. 243; 
Thompson v. Giles, 2 Barn. & C. 422; 2 Morse, Banks, § 583. 
This the bank did in the present instance, the entry on the 
depositor’s passbook being: “Check on First National Bank 
of Wilmington, $1,000." Nor will the mere fact that the de- 
positor is allowed to «heck against the credit change the im-~- 
port of the transaction so as to preclude the bank from 
charging back the amount of the credit if the check is not 
paid. See, on this subject, 2 Morse, Banks, §§ 583-587, and au- 
thorities cited. 

2. The court instructed the jury that, “if the Augusta Sav- 
ings Bank, in the ordinary course of business, selected the First 
National Bank of Wilmington to collect the check, and the 
Bank of Wilmington negligently failed to collect the same, or 
if it collected the money and failed to remit, the savings bank 
is not liable to the plaintiff for such negligence or failure.” 
Error was assigned upon this instruction and others to the 
same effect and it was contended that, in the absence of auy 
agtfeement to the contrary, a bank which receives a check from 
a check customer for collection is liable to the customer for 
any negligence whereby the collection of the check is defeated, 
whether such negligence is that of its own officers or that of 
an agent or correspondent to whom it sends the check for col- 
lection. In support of the holding of the court below, various 
decision are relied on, which hold that, if the check is not 
payable in the place where the bank which receives it for col 
lection is situated, but has to be sent to a distant place to be 
collected, the bank receiving the check from the customer is 
not Hable for the default of the agent to whom it sends the 
check for collection, if it has exercised due care in the selec- 
tion of such agent. These decisions are based upon the view 
that in such case the customer, knowing that tre check can- 
not be collected by the ordinary officers or servants of the 
bank, but that this service must be performed by a subagent 
at the place where the check is payable, impliedly authorizes 
the selection of such subagent, and thereby assumes the risk 
of any failure of duty on the part of the latter; and that the 
benefit which may accrue to the bank, where no specific com- 
pensation is received for the service is not a sufficient consid- 
eration from which to imply an undertaking on the part of the 
bank to assume that risk itself. Dorchester & Milton Bank v. 
New England Bank, 1 Cush. 177; Jackson v. Bank, 6 Har. & 
J. 146; Stacy v. Bank, 12 Wis., 629; Aetna Ins. Co. v. Alton City 
Bank, 25 Ill. 243; Bank v. Scovil, 12 Conn. 303; Daly v. Bank, 
56 Mo. 94; Bank of Louisville v. First National Bank of Knox- 
ville, 8 Baxt. 101; Guelich v. Bank, 56 Iowa, 434, 9 N. W. 
328; Third National Bank of Louisville v. Vicksburg Bank, 61 
Miss. 112; Bank v. Sprague (Neb.) 51 N. W. 846. And see 1 
Morse, Banks, § 268 et seq. On the other hand, there are nur 
merous decisions upholding the rule of liability contended for 
by the plaintiff in error. This is the rule laid down by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. See Exchange National 
Bank v. Third National Bank, 112 U. S. 276, 5 Supreme 
Court, 141, in which the question is elaborately discussed. The 
decision in that case was unanimous, and the case of Bank v. 
Triplett, 1 Pet. 25, which was relied on in some of the cases 
above cited as authority for the contrary view, is there ex- 
Plained and distinguished. This is also the rule in England. 
See the decision of the House of Lords in Mackersy v. Ram- 
Says, 9 Clark & F. 818, 3 English Ruling Cas. 762; also Van 
Wart v. Woolley, 3 Barn. & C. 439; 5 Dowl. & R. 374. And the 
Same rule has been adopted in the States of New York, New 
Jersey, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Minnesota and Montana. Allen 
Vv. Bank, 22 Wend. 215; St. Nicholas Bank v. States Nat. Bank, 
128 N. Y. 26, 27 N. BE. 849; Titus v. Bank, 35 N. J. Law 588: 
n vy. Bank, 6 Blackf. 225; Express Co. v. Haire 21 Ind. 4; 
Reeves v. Bank, 8 Ohio St. 465; Simpson v. Waldby, 63 Mich. 
439, 30 N. W. 199; Streissguth v. Bank, 43 Minn. 50, 44 N. W. 
%; Power v. Bank, 6 Mont, 275, 12 Pac. 507. See, also, 


Kent v. Bank, 13 Blatchf. 237, Fed. Cas. No. 7,714; Taber v. 





Perrott, 2 Gall. 565, Fed. Cas. No. 13,721. The question has 
not been dealt with in any prior decision of this court. In 
our opinion, the sounder doctrine is that which holds the bank 
liable. The collection of checks, drafts, and other commercial 
paper continues an important fcature of the business of bank- 
ing as generally conducted, and for the transaction of this 
branch of their business banks have their regular correspond- 
ents in different parts of the country. In the selection of the 
correspondent the customer for whom the collection is to be 
made is not consulted. As a rule he does not know the name 
or the financial standing of the correspondent, and it is not 
contemplated that they will have any communication with each 
other. Under these circumstances, we think a customer from 
whore. a. bank receives parer for collection has a rmght to as 
sume, in the absence of any agreement to the contrary, that 
the undertaking of the bank comprehends the whole service to 
be performed, ‘and that the agent ‘employed by tic bans in 
this service is his own agent, and not the agent of the cus- 
tomer. So, treating the undertaking, the case falls with- 
in the general rule of agency that by the employment 
of under agents to perform a part of the work he 
has contracted to do, the employer becomes responsible to those 
with whom he contracts or deals in his business, and will 
be held liable for the negligence or omission of duty of his agent 
in the course of his employment. There seems to us to be no 
good reason why a different understanding should be inferred, 
and a different rule of liability applied, because the bank can- 
not make the collection itself, but must employ an agent for 
that purpose. “The general rule of law that an agent is liable 
for a subagent employed by him is not confined to cases where 
the principal has reason to suppose that the act may be done 
by the agent himself without employing a subagent.” Lord 
Campbell, in Mackersy v. Ramsays, supra. This rule is applied 
to ordinary collecting agencies receiving claims for collection 
at distant places (Whart. Ag. § 504, and cases cited; Hoover v. 
Wise, 91 U. S. 308; Bradstreet v. Everson, 72 Pa. St. 1#4), and 
we do not see any substantial difference between the case of 
such an agency and that of a bank which receives such claims 
for collection. 


It makes no difference that the bank does not charge any- 
thing for the collection. The benefits which the bank derives 
generally in the making of such collections, from the use of the 
funds while in its custody, the advantages which may arise 
from business associations and the profits on exchange, are 
held to be, and we think may properly be regarded as, a val- 
uable consideration for the undertaking, and as sufficient to 
uphold the liability incident thereto. See Exchange Nat. Bank 
v. Third Nat. Bank, 112 U. S. 288, 5 Supreme Court, 141; Titus 
v. Bank, 35 N. J. Law, 588, and other cases cited supra. What 
was said in the case of Bank v. Guilmartin, 88 Ga. 797, 15 S. 
E. 831, as to the insufficiency of casual cr incidental benefits to 
constitute the bank a bailee for hire, has no application in a 
case like this. That was the case of a special deposit of bonds, 
and the bank, of course, had no right to make use of the de- 
posits. The doctrine that a bank is responsible for the acts of 
its subagents in cases of this kind it not only seems to us in 
accord with the principles governing the law of agency, but 
there are considerations affecting the general welfare of the 
commercial community which commend it to us as a wise rule 
of commercial law. “Any other rule,” as is said by Mr. Daniel 
in his work on Negotiable Instruments, “opens the door to 
carelessness in the conduct of banking business, which should 
be conducted with every safeguard to the customer who in- 
trusts his business to the keeping of such agents. If they 
are averse to dealing with distant and unknown parties, 
they should decline undertaking the collection or handling cf 
the paper; and if they assume it they should do so for suffi- 
cient compensation and be held responsible.” Volume 1, sec. 
342. Under the agreed facts in this case, there can be no ques- 
tion as to the negligence of the Wilmington bank. It received 
the check on Monday, Nov. 23, with a letter stating that the 
paper was inclosed “for collection and return,” and directing 
that all unpaid papers be protested at once, unless otherwise 
instructed. Up to the close of banking hours on the following 
day it received deposits and paid checks, and on Wednesday, 
the 25th, suspended payment, having made no remittance for 
this check. It then had to the credit of the drawer an amount 
considerably in excess of the amount of the check. It was con- 
tended that the bank was not bound to pay the check, because 
it had not account upon its books in a name corresponding 10 
the signature on the paper. There is no merit in this conten- 
tion. Although the check was drawn by C. E. Borden, as 
treasurer of the “Carolina Interstate B. & L.,” and there was 
no account upon the books of the bank in the name of the 
“Carolina Interstate B. & L.,” and none in which he was des- 
ignated as treasurer of such a concern, the bank did have 
an account in the name of “C. E. Borden, treasurer.’’ The 
money of the corporation referred to—the Carolina Building 
and Loan Association—was credited upon that account, and 
the bank recognized the check as drawn thereon by charging 
it accordingly. There are decisions sustaining the contention 
of the plaintiff in error that the defendant was negligent in 
sending the check directly to the bank upon which it was 
drawn, there being at that time in Wilmington another bank, 
which was in good standing and credit. See Bank v. Goodman, . 
109 Pa. St. 422, 2 Atl. 687; Drovers’ Nat. Bank v. Angio- 
American Packing Provision Co., 117 Ill. 100, 7 N. E. 601; 
Bank v. Burns, 21 Pac. 714, 12 Colo. 539; Anderson v. Rodgers 
(Kan.) 36 Pac. 1069; First Nat. Bank v. Fourth Nat. sank 
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(Sixth Circuit) 6 C. C. A. 183, 56 Fed. 967; Farwell v. Curtis, 
7 Miss. 160 Fed. Cas. No. 1,600. And see 1 Daniel, Neg. Inst. 
(4th Ed.) sec. 328a; 1 Morse Banks (8d Bd.) sec. . The view 
we take of the lability of the defendant for the negligence 
of the Wilmington bank, however, renders it unnecessary to 
pass upon this question. It is not likely that this question, or 
others presented by the record, will arise again in this case. 
Judgment reversed. 








THE ANTI-TRUCK LAWS, AND SOME OTHER 
LAWS—A LEGAL CRITICISM. 


By Darius H. Pingree, author of “Pimgree on Mortgages,” 
“Pingree on Real Property, Etc.” 


SOME OTHER LAWS.—In treating this subject the order 
will, be reversed, and “Some Other Laws’ will have first at- 
tention. The Illinois Supreme Court last March pronounced 
invalid a law enacted to protect women from tthe semi-slavery 
of the sweat shop. The law of 1893, sec. 5, says: 

“No female shall be employed in any factory or workshop 
more than eight hours in any one day or forty-eight hours 
in any one week.’ 

“Factory” or “workshop” is defined in section 7 of the 
act as follows: 

“The words ‘manufacturing establishment’ or ‘workshop’ 
wherever used in ‘this act, shall be construed to mean any 
place where goods or products are manufactured or repaired, 
cleaned or sorted in whole or in part, for sale or for wages.” 
See Tilt v. People, 27 Chi. L. News, 270. 

The court held that the right to labor or to employ labor 
and make contracts im respect thereto, upon such terms as 
may be agreed upon between the parties, is given by the State 
constitution; that woman is a “person” and has the right 
to claim the benefit of this constitutional provision. 

The court claims that the act discriminates, and says: 
“Women employed by manufacturers are forbidden by’ section 
5 to make contracts to labor longer than eight hours in a 
day, while women employed as saleswomen in stores, or as 
domestic servants, or as bookkeepers, or stenographers or 
typewriters, or in laundries or other occupations not embraced 
under the thhead of manufacturing are at liberty to contract 
for as many hours of labor in a day as they choose.” This 
the court calls a discrimination in opposition to constitutional 
guaranties. 

The reasoning of the court is not sound. The decision 
overlooks the question of sex and of her delicate physical 
mechanism. The decision ignores the evils brought upon her 
offspring and those entailed upon her unborn children. For 
twelve or fourteen hours per day she is shut up in a sweat- 
shop, worked to the utmost limit of her strength, and paid 
a pittamce; she breathes the miasma of an d room, 
with no ventilation, crowded to suffocation by fellow abjects; 
her physical comforts would be much better in a penitentiary, 
where her sanitary surroundings would be improved a hun- 
dredfold. Under such circumstances, the police power of the 
State cannot rescue her from such a dungeon; then the police 
power of the State is a myth. 

But 'the Massachusetts Supreme Court says that the police 
power does reach such a case, and upheld a similar statute: 
Commonwealth v. Hamilton Manufacturing Co., 120 Mass. 385. 
See also, Parker and Worthington’s Pub. Health & Saf. 260; 
18 Am. & Eng. Ency. of Law, 753. 

Such an act should be sustained as a health or police 
regulation. 

Throughout the Illinois decision is a line of argument which 
emphasizes the statement that woman is a person, and that 
@ person sui juris cannot be debarred from the right to 
contract. This is the gist of the argument. 

But follow this line of argument further. This same 
woman would not be allowed to contract to pay usurious in- 
terest, or be permitted to waive her equity of redemption in 
her mortgage, or to pay a pension attorney for getting her 
pension an amount above the statutory provision. Neither can 
she waive her exemptions by contract: Mills v. Bennett, 40 
Cent. L. Jour. 426, and note; nor oust the courts of jurisdic- 
tion as to enforcing her rights: Utter v. Ins. Co., 65 Mich. 
545; 8 Am. St. Rep. 913, and note; Insurance Co. v. Morse, 20 
Wall. (U. S.) 445. 

So it will be seen that a person, though sui juris, does 
not always have a right to contract. It is well settled that 
the police power of the State may be exercised in such a 
manner as to limit the right of contract, when it is necessary 
to protect one class of persons against the oppression of an- 
other class, in the interest of the public welfare, the police 
power- promotes the health, comfort, safety and welfare of 
society. Under this power the Illinois act was certainly valid 
and constitutional. 

Twenty Staites have enacted laws to regulate the hours 
of labcr of women and children. Eight States have enacted 
laws regulating the hours of labor of railway employes. The 
New York Court of Appeals says that such laws come under 
the police power of the State, and are valid. People v. Phyfe, 
136 N. Y. 554. Compare Ex Parte Kubach, 85 Cal. 274. 

These laws limiting the hours of work should apply to 
all men, women and children, and be upheld. The Legislature 
may, for the public welfare, enact laws that employes shall 
not work more than eight hours a day, when such laws come 
within the police power. Such legislation may be maintained 
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either as a health or police . ee Commonwealth v. Ham. 
ilton Manuf. Co., 120 Mass. . Compare Law v. Rees Print. 

ing Co. (Nebr.), 50 N. W. Rep. 362; In re Eight Hour Law 

(Colo.), 39 Pac. Rep. 328. 

ANTI-TRUCK LAWS.—Nearly twenty States have passeg 
“anti-truck laws’’ which apply principally to co tions, 
In Dartmouth College v. Woodward, 4 Wheat. 518, it was 
held that a corporate charter is a contract within the mean. 
ing of that clause of the Federal Constitution, which pro 
hibits the State legislatures from passing laws impairing the 
obligation of contracts. 

In order to evade this doctrine, nearly every State reserves 
the power to repeal, alter or amend corporate charters. But 
this power to amend has a limit: Sinking Fund Cases, 99 U. g, 
700; Bntcher’s Union Co. v. Crescent City Co., 111 U. 8S. 746; 
Peel Splint Coal Co. v. State, 36 W. Va. 802. See 29 Am. L, 
Review, 236; 27 Am. L. Review, 857, for valuable articles op 
“Anti-Truck Laws.” 

By’ reservations !m’ charters and judicial decisions, (the 
Dartmouth College case has lost much of its force. It stands 
out like a tree stripped of its branches and covered with 
scars, with no power of reproduction or vivificatiom See 28 
Am. L. Review, 356, and 440 note; Harvard L. Review, Nov. 
1892, notes by Chief Justice Dol. 

Within the last few years American legislatures have 
passed laws to protect the employes from oppression by the 
employers, requiring the latter to pay the former at stated 
periods money and not “truck” for labor. These employers 
are generally mining and manufactumng corporations. It is 
well known that these employers compel their laborers ‘to take 
scrip for their pay, which is good at the “truck store” run 
by the corporation for merchandise and groceries, which are 
sold at exorbitant prices; or, in other words, the whole sys- 
tem is extortion. And every one knows that unless the laborer 
trades at the “truck store,” he will be discharged. 

These “anti-truck laws,” with a few exceptions, have been 
declared unconstitutional, and the laborer is at the mercy of 
the corporation; Godcharles v. Wigeman,; 113 Pa. St. 431; 
State v. Goodwill, 33 W. Va. 179; State v. Fire Creek Co, 
33 W. Va. 188; Millett v. People, 117 Ill. 294; Ramsey vy. 
People, 142 Ill. 380; Frorer v. People, 141 Ill. 171; State v. 
Loomis, 115 Mo. 307; Braceville Coal Co. v. People, 147 Il. 
66; Commonwealth v. Pearly, 155 Mass. 117; Leep v. Railway 
Co., 58 Ark., 407. The courts hold that the right to labor 
or employ labor, and to make contracts in respect thereto 
upon such terms as may be agreed upon between the parties, 
is included in the constitutional guaranty of the State Con- 
stitution. 

The Pennsylvania court, in Godcharles v. Wigeman, 113 
Pa. St. 431, says that such legislation is “an attempt to do 
what, in this country, cannot be done; that is, prevent per- 
sons who are sui juris from making their own contracts. The 
act is an infringement alike of the rights of the employer and 
the employe; more than this, it is an insulting attempt to put 
the laborer under legislative tutelage, which is not only de- 
grading to his manhood, but subversive of his rights as a 
citizen of the United States.” 

The West Virginia court says, in State v. Goodwill, 33 
W. Va. 179, that such legislation “is a species of sumptuary 
legislation which has been universally condemned, as an at- 
tempt to degrade the intelligence, virtue and manhood of the 
American laborer, and foist upon the people a paternal gov- 
ernment of the most objectionable character; because it as- 
— that ‘the employer is a knave, and the laborer an im- 

egile.” 

In reading such language as used by these courts, one is 
fed to believe that the corporations running “truck stores” 
must be philanthropists who are working for the ameliora- 
tion of their employes. But such is not the case. 

The unconscionable treatment of the employe by the em- 
ployer was recognized by England over four hundred years 
ago, 1464. The various statutes have been consolidated in 1 
and 2 William IV. ch. 37. 

It must be admitted that England is as far advanced in 
civilization as the United States. She has a constitutional 
monarchical government, the United States a republic form. 
But, so far as the oppression of employes is concerned, the 
two countries may be contrasted. England has found it nec 
essary to pass “truck laws.” 

In 1862, in Archiv. v. James, 2 Best & Smith, 66, 83, it was 
said: “The truck act, when passed, was a practical deduc- 
tion from a principle still more general, pervading more or 
less all systems of law founded on experience; that is to 
say, that when two classes of persons are dealing together and 
one class is, generally speaking, weaker than the other, and 
Hable to oppression, either from natural or incidental causes, 
the law should, as far as possible, redress the inequality by 
protecting the weak against the strong.” 

The English truck act of 1831, 1 and 2 William IV. ch. 37, 
was amended in 1887, 38 and 39 Vict. ch. 90. The act and 
the amendment were to insure to workmen the payment 
the entire amount of their wages in actual current coin of 
the realm, unrestricted by any promise or obligation that it 
should be spent in any particular manner, or at any par- 
ticular shop. The law provides ithat the entire amount of the 
wages earned shall be paid to the employe in the current 
coin of the realm and not otherwise; and every payment made 
to such employe by his employer of or in respect of any 
such wages by the delivery to him of goods or otherwise 
than in the current coin, does not prevent the employe from 
recovering the amount not paid in current coin; 38 and 3? 
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. ch. 90. Law Gazette (London), Oct. 28, 1893. These laws 
passed by the English Parliament, made up of the great- 
et minds in England, who certainly would not enact laws 
if the times and conditions did not demand them. Of course, 
the English Parliament is paramount, and the courts have 
no power to declare laws unconstitutional. But ‘there is no 
disguising the fact that such laws are necessary in England 
and also in the United States. In the United States there 
has been @ judicial usurpation and laws held unconstitutional 
which are the very bulwarks of liberty. 

These “anti-truck” laws have been upheld by three courts. 
In Shaffer v. Union Mining Co., 55 Md. 74, the law was sus- 
tained because the power to require a corporation to pay its 
employes in a certain manmer was necessarily incident to the 
power which the Legislature has to “amend or alter” the 
corporate charter, thus ignoring the doctrine of the Dartmouth 
College case. In Hancock v. Yaden, 121 Ind. 865, 16 Am. St. 
Rep. 396, the statute was upheld because it “protected and 
maintained the medium of payment established by the sover- 
eign power of the nation,” and was in aid of the Federal 
Government to preserve the purity of the coinage. In Peel 
Splint Coal Co. v. State, 36 W. Va. 802, the decision seems 
to have been rendered sustaining such act upon the ground 
that the act was valid as an exercise of the reserved power 
of the State to alter and amend corporate charters. 

These decisions are unsatisfactory, because, if the statutes 
are held valid at all, they should be sustained as the exer- 
cise of the police power of tHe State, which is certainly the 
correct interpretation of them. 

It has been said with truth that “as soon as any part of 
a person’s conduct affects prejudicially the interests of others, 
society has jurisdiction over it:” Mills Essay on Liberty. So 
it may be said with equal force that, as soon as the employer 
oppresses the employe, the latter should have redress in the 
courts, under the protection of the pplice power of ithe State. 

The British Parliament, from a very early time, has found 
it necessary to protect the seamen, and an unconscionable 
contract between shipowner and mariner whereby the latter 
is taken at a disadvantage, is illegal and void. Such con- 
tract is held to be obtained by fraud or oppression. The, 
United States Government, following the English law, has 
enacted a comprehensive code for the protection of mariners 
against cruelty, fraud and oppression, and these laws are 
constitutional 

But many of the States have failed to protect employes, 
as their courts have pronounced reasonable “anti-truck laws” 
unconstitutional, thus placing the poor, improvident and help- 
fess laborer on an equal footing in making contracts with the 
powerful monopolies. While the employe: may be under no 
disability of body and mind, yet he is under tthe disability 
of not being able to grapple with a powerful corporation that 
often defies the strong arm of the State. 

These “anti-truck laws’’ should be upheld as a legitimatte 
exercise of the police power to protect one class against the 
oppression of another. Such laws have been enacted in Eng- 
land by Parliament, whose members are and have been great 
statesmen and publicists. The courts in England cannot de- 
clare void a law enacted by Parliament, but there has been 
no occasion to do so if the law was different, because the 
judges in speaking of these laws have universally commended 
them as purveyors of the best civilization. Here is England 
protecting the oppressed from the aggression of the strong; 
now contrast the American republic, and what is the con- 
clusion? Here a State cannot protect the weak from the 
strong, and a corporation which is a creature pure and simple 
of the Staite defies the authority of its Creator, and the courts 
approve. 

Bloomington, Il. 








INTERNATIONAL LAW IN THE WAR BE- 
TWEEN JAPAN AND CHINA. 





T. E. Holland, Chichele Professor of Internationa] Law and 
Diplomacy in the University of Oxford. 





The great war in the extreme Bast has lasted not quilte 
ten months. It has destroyed the reputation of one empire 
and made that of another. Im endless ways it has been full 
of instruction, but I propose to deal with it only in so far 
as it has illustrated the rules of international law. To the 
student of this science an outbreak of hostilities is always 
interesting. He knows that in war time the questions with 
which he is concerned come thicker and faster than in time 
of peace, and that he can turn for their solution, either di- 
Tectly or by analogy, not merely to the often ill-defined prac- 
tice of nations, or the frequently uncertain results of diplo- 
Matic discussions, but, in many cases, to clear and authori- 
tative decisions of courts of prize. 

The law of war, as is well known, consists of two great 
chapters, dealing respectively with the relatfns of one bellig- 
erent to the other, and with the relations of each belligerent to 
heutrals. 

The former topic has been under discussion for at least 
six centuries; for, not to mention classical antiquity, the lit- 
erature of it may be traced from the canonists and casuists 
through the dreamers of a law of naiture, down to the positive 
Systems of the present day. The latter topic is comparatively 
Modern, dating, as a clearly defined subject of separate in- 
quiry, only from the eighteenth century; though it has already 























come far to surpass in complexity and importance the law of 
belligerency. ¥ ’ he ae alle’ 
I propose to cali attention to some points in which 
of these departments of international law has been {illustrated 
by the war which has just been brought to a close. But, first of 
all, @ word or two upon the applicability of international law to 
the nations which have not been engaged in this combat; a 
question upon which some very random observations have ap- 
peared in the public press. [Are China and Japan, with reference 
either to one another or to other powers, subject tothe duties 
which are recognized as subsisting between the States of Eu- 
rope? We come here upon a large question, no less than the es- 
sential character of international law, and the sphere of its oper- 
ation. According to the older theory, no doubt, the law of nations 
was the law of Christendom; as little applicable to infidels 
was the “common law” of the Greek cilties to societies 
barbarians. The Reformation, by breaking! up the religious 
unity of Burope obliged the jurists of those days to look less 
and less to religion as the test of subjection to what was later 
described as the “public law of Europe,” and of membership 
of the “family of nations.” It came to be understood that the 
members of this “family” are the States of Western Europe 
and their derivatives in North and South America, as sharers 
not so much in a common religion as in a common civilization 
and stock of moral ideas. That any other States possess these 
qualifications is not to be presumed, but needs to be estab- 
lished from the special circumstances of each case. The ac- 
cession of the Oriental races to the law or “concert” of EBu- 
rope may be taken to have begun by the formal admission 
into it of the Ottoman Empire by the treaty of Paris of 
1856. Since that date, the maintenance of permanent diplo- 
matic intercourse between the European courts and several 
powers of the remoter East, together with the increasingly 
large number of treaties made with such powers, and weil 
observed by them, have accustomed us to regard these new- 
comers as belonging to the charmed circle; though, perhaps, 
as admitted to it only on probation. Such might seem to be 
the position of Japan; but such could hardly be said to be the 
position of China; for China is far behind Japan in readiness 
to assimilate the ethical ideas of the West, or to enter into 
the network of treaties which so much facilitates the social 
life of the world. In particular, she has 


RE 


as to justify the Western powers in resigning, as they are 
about to do in the case of Japam, the extraterritorial privi- 
leges enjoyed in the empire by foreigners. Antecedently to 
the war, therefore, we should have said that Japan was ad- 
mitted on probation, while China was only a candidate for 
admission, to the “family of nations.” Let us now see what 
further light has been thrown upon the respective qualifica- 
tions of the two empires by subsequent events; and first with 
reference to the law of belligerency, where we have to con- 
sider: I—The declaration of war. II—The conduct of war- 
fare. III—The commercia belli, i. e., such quasi-friendly trans- 
actions as occur between enemies..- 

I.—War was formally declared by Japan on Aug. 1, 1894, 
and the challenge was accepted in a counter declaration is- 
sued by China on the following day. But hostilities were 
already in progress. On July 25, a Japanese squadron had 
been engaged with Chinese men-of-war which had been con- 
voying transports carrying reinforcements for Asan, in Korea; 
and Japanese troops had captured Asan itself on the ¥ 
A state of war existed, therefore, between the two countries 
as early as July 25; and there is nothing irregular in a war 
thus commenced. It has long been a settled doctrine of in- 
ternational law that a declaration, though hkudable and for 
several purposes convenient, is not an essential preliminary 
to legitimate warfare, and that, even when issued, it may 
be followed by acts of hostility without an imterval. For proof 
that practice has been in accordance with theory, it will be 
enough to refer ito the historical sketch of the subject which 
was prepared for the War Office by Col. Maurice, when the 
possibility of this country being invaded without notice by 
means of a channel tunnel was under discussion. 

Il.—With reference to the conduct of warfare, China has 
not accepted the customs, nor has she bound herself by the 
express conventions, which prevail among civilized nations. 
The signal made by Admiral Ting, before the battle off the 
Yalu, “If the enemy shows the white flag, or hoists the Chi- 
nese ensign, give no quarter, but continue firing alt her till 
she is sunk,” need, therefore, occasion no surprise. Sung, the 
imperial commissioner, is stated to have posted notices in 
northern Manchuria, offering ten thousand taels for the de- 
capitation of ‘three Japanese generals, and it seems to be 
established that the Chinese commanders habitually offered 
and paid rewards for the heads and hands of prisoners, who 
might indeed be counted fortunate if they escaped a fate far 
worse than instantly inflicted death. It was the torture and 
mutilation of those Japanese who happened to be made pris- 
oners during the operations against Port Arthur which stung 
their fellow countrymen into madness, and explains, though 
nothing can excuse, the massacres which were carried on by 
them for four days after the place was taken. 


With the lamentable exception just mentioned, the conduct 
of the operations of war by the Japanese seems to have been 
in accordance with ‘the best European practice, and with the 
proclamation addressed to the armiy on April 22, 1894, by 
Count Oyama, the Minister of War. This remarkable docu- 
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ment lays down that “belligerent operations being properly 
confined to the military and naval forces actually engaged, 
and there being no reason whaitever for enmity between in- 
dividuals because their countries are at war, the common prin- 
ciples of humanity dictate that succor and rescue should be 
extended even to those of the enemy’s forces who are dis- 
abled either by wounds or disease.”’ It goes on to state that 
Japan became a party to the Geneva Convention (“more com- 
monly called the Red Cross Association”) in June, 1886, and 
that “her soldiers had already been imstructed that they are 
bound to treat with kindness and helpfulness such of their 
enemies as may be disabled by wounds or disease.’”’ China, 
not having joined the cnovention, may behave badly, “‘but nev- 
ertheless her disabled must be succored, and her captured 
kindly and considerately treated.” 

It may be worth while to mention seriatim the points in 
which the Japanese conduct of warfare may be tested by the 
rules of international law. 

1. There seems to have been no employment of privateers. 
As against China, a non-signatory of the Declaration of Paris, 
this would have been lawful for Japan, though herself a signe- 
tory since 1886. : 

2. There has been no complaint of any violation of the 
St. Petersburg Declaration on the part of the Japanese. The 
Chinese are, however, accused of firing explosive bullets. 

3. The Japanese Government seems to have taken some 
precautions against the employmnt of savage auxiliaries, by 
prohibiting the enlistment of those two-handed swordmen the 
“Samuri.” Some of these people, however, accompanied the 
troops in the guise of coolies, and have been guilty of a cer- 
tain amount of wanton cruelty. 

4. The bombardment of Tung-chow by a Japanese squad- 
ron, as a feint, in January last, was complained of by the 
missionaries, on the ground that it is an open town. But 
there seems to be no doubt that it is defended by forts, which 
replied to the enemy’s fire. 

5. The treatment of peaceful inhabitants and foreigners 
in places occupied by the Japanese seems to have been praise- 
worthy. Thus, when Kinchow was taken, an officer was sta- 
tioned in every store to protect the proprietor from soldiers 
and coolies, and the Japanese Governor of the town fed hun- 
dreds of Chinese daily. A special guard was posted over a 
British missionary found in one of the houses during the 
street fighting at old Nieu Chang; and after the taking of 
Ying Kow, on March 6, 1895, protection was assured to all 
law-abiding citizens, and six hundred soldiers were detailed 
to safeguard the foreign residents. 


6. Quarter seems, as a rule, to have been freely granited 
to non-resisting combatants. It is not established that the 
Naniwa continued to fire, as was alleged, upon the sinking 
Kowshing, and upon the troops and sailors who had taken 
to the boats or had leapt imto the water to avoid sharing 
her fate. At Port Arthur, for once, there is no doubt that 
the behavior of the Japanese was detestable. Much may be 
pardoned of what occurred when the stronghold was first en- 
tered by its assailanits. If a certain number of non-uniformed 
coolies, or of soldiers who. had thrown off their uniforms, 
received short shrift, when found with rifies in their hands, 
what was done was not without the sanction of recent Eu- 
ropean precedent. But unfortunately the Japanese, officers 
and men alike, were carried far beyond what could be ex- 
cused even by their finding the mutilated remains of their 
tortured friends exposed on the gateway of the town. For 
four days, after the first, the massacre of non-combatants, of 
women, of children, was continued in cold blood, while Eu- 
ropean military attaches and special correspondents sickened 
at the wholesale murders and mutilations which they could 
do nothing to prevent. It is said that alt last but thirty-six 
Chinamen were left alive in the city. They had been spared 
only to be employed in burying their dead fellow countrymen, 
and each was protected by a slip of paper fastened in his cap, 
with the inscription: “This man is not 'to be killed.” 


In pleasing contrast to all this, is what occurred upon the 
capture of the sister naval arsenal to Port Arthur, Wei-hai-wei. 
The Chinese troops found in the fortress were dismissed in 
safety, as were the foreigners who had been assisting in the 
defense of the place, with the exception only of an American 
who had been arrested under suspicious circumstances at 
Kobe, but released on giving his parole to return forthwith 
to the United States. So, after the capture of Makong in 
the Pescadores, the Chinese officers were sent to Japan as 
prisoners of war, but the rank and file were dispatched in 
junks to the mainiand, there to be set ait liberty. 

7. In 1886, Japan gave in her adhesion to the Geneva 
Convention for the treatment of the wounded, and in the 
same year a society which had been founded in 18:7, om 
the occasion of the Satsuma rebellion, for the better relief 
of the sick and wounded, enemies as well as friends, was re- 
organized under the patronage of the Mikado, and formally 
enrolled in the list of Red Cross societies, whose headquarters 
is at Geneva. Many ladies of high rank have qualified in it 
as nurses, it has thousands of subscribers, and it possesses 
fine hospitals at Hiroshima, Osaka, and Tokio, where such of 
the Chinese wounded as could be moved so far have re- 
ceived every kindness and the best medical attendance. 

The Japanese had no opportunity of conforming to the 
prescriptions of the Geneva Convention which relate to the 
surgeons and field hospitals of the enemy, since no such func- 
tionaries or institutions seem to be known to the Chinese 
army. 





— 


III.—The most rudimentary, and therefore the longest ang 
most generally accepted, principles of international law are 
those which teach the sanctity of ambassadors, the respect dye 
to a flag of truce, and the good faith which is required in the 
performance of such agreements as may be entered into be. 
tween enemies. ‘“‘Etiam hosti fides servanda.” b 

Little fault is to be found with either belligerent with reg. 
erence’ to these principles, except that the Chinese are gaiq 
to have fired on a flag of truce sent to inform them of the 
conclusion of the armistice. When, at the outbreak of the 
war, the departing Japanese Minister was insulted by offensive 
cries and pelted with mud by a disorderly mob of soldiers, 
while embarking with his suite at Taku, the Chinese authori. 
ties lost no time in expressing their regret, and in p 
the offenders. 

The Japanese Government, though it refused, and very 
properly, to treat with Mr. Detring, and subsequently with 
two Chinese envoys, as being imperfectly accredited, receiveg 
the plenipotentiary, Li Hung Chang, with every mark of 
friendly deference, and at once opened negotiations with him 
at the little town of Shimonoseki, which had been selected 
for the purpose on account of its peaceful character. Greater 
precautions should, as the event proved, have been taken for 
his safety, but when, on the 25th , an attempt was 
made on the life of Li Hung Chang by a fanatic or lunatic 
who fired at him im the street, the would-be assassin was 
promptly tried, and sentenced to penal servitude for life; the 
police officials who had failed to make the outrage impossible 
were dismissed; and the Mikado, not content with tendering 
the fullest apology to Li Hung Chang, and sending his own 
medical attendants to see to the wound, proceeded to grant 
to China, what had previously been refused, except on pro- 
hibitively severe terms, an unconditional armistice, extending 
over the greater part of the scene of military operations. 


The armistice was scrupulously observed, and the peace 

negotiations, down to the signature of the treaty of peace on 
17th April, and its ratification on Sth May last, proceeded 
as correctly on both sides as could have been the case in 
Europe. 
e The questions raised by the relations of belligerents one 
to another are less complex and delicate than those which 
arise between belligerents and neutrals. Great Britain) an- 
nounced her neutrality in ‘the late war by a proclamation is- 
sued on 7th of August, 1894, and her example was promptly 
followed by the other maritime powers of the West. The pre- 
sumption is, of course, in favor of neutrals being entitled to 
earry on their trade, «r otherwise pursue their ordinary avo- 
cations, as if the war, to which they are no parties, were 
not being waged. ‘This attitude of aloofness has, however, 
become subject to numerous modifications, most of which are 
indeed inevitable. The ordinary rights of States need, in many 
cases, to be specially re-defined when those States, by the 
outbreak of war between their neighbors, come to occupy the 
position of “‘neuttrals;’” and States which are so placed become 
ipso facto subject to a set of duties which have no existence 
in time of peace. 

A few words upon such of the rights of neutrals as have 
made themselves felt during the late war. The sovereignty 
of the neutral over its own territory, including its territorial 
waters, implies the right to prohibit hostilities taking place 
there. No attempt was made to infringe the British right over 
Honk Kong, or to commit acts of war within its waters. An 
engagement seems even to have been given by the Japanese 
that they would not attack, and by the Chinese that they 
would not by torpedos obstruct the access to, a port in which 
all foreigners are so interested as Shanghai. The persons and 
property of neutrals in China have been respected alike by 
the Chinese and by the invaders. It is true that a few days 
after the outbreak of the war a British vessel, the Chung 
King, while lying at Tong Ku, was boarded by a number of 
Chinese soldiers, who seriously maltreated sixty Japanese men, 
women and children, who happened to be on the ship; but 
an ample apology for the occurrence was made by the Viceroy 
to the British Consul The arrest, on a French mail steamer 
in Japanese waters at Kobe, of two American citizens, whose 
papers showed that they were proceeding to China to assist 
the Government there with certain military inventions, though 
a novel proceeding, was probably justifiable. The neutral right 
to continue diplomatic intercourse with both belligerents was 
not interfered with on either side during the war. 

But the duties of neutrals are far more prominent than 
their rights. In the first place, a State by becoming neutral 
is precluded from certain courses of action which would or- 
dinarily be open to it. Secondly, a neutral State is obliged to 
prevent certain classes of acts with which, but for the war, 
it would have nothing to’ do. Thirdly, a meutral State is 
obliged to acquiesce in penalties being inflicted by the bellig- 
erents upon its subjects for acts which, apart from the war, 
would be perfectly innocent. Let us see how far these sev- 
eral heads of duty have been illustrated by what has lately 
occurred, 

I—(1). A neutr&l Staite is, ex vi termini, precluded from 
allowing its armed forces, in any way, to take part in the 
hostilities. A salute fired by Admiral Fremantle in honor of 
a Japanese man-of-war is alleged to have given notice to the 
Chinese of what was intended to have been the secret ap- 
proach of a Japanese squadron to the harbor of Wei-hai-wei. 
This was unfortunate, and caused much irritation in Japan 
till the accidental character of the occurrence became thoroughly 
understood. (2). A neutral State, though it may not furnish 
troops to either belligerent, is not compromised by assistance 
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rendered by individuals not belonging to its owm army or 
navy to ome or the other combatant. A good many Euro- 
peans seem to have been serving China during the late war, 
put Germany was not responsible for Major von Hanneken, 
nor we for Admiral Maclure. (3). A nevtral State is bound to 
abstain from selling its ships of war to either belligerent. If, 
therefore, as was alleged, the Chilian cruiser, Esmeralda, was 
sold to Japan in November last, or if, as was also alleged, 
nalf of the Chilian fleet was sold tto China, a gross violation 
of neutral duty occurred. 

II—A neutral State is bound to prevent certain acts by 
persons, or within territory, subject to its control. It is, for 
instance, bound to prevent its territory from being used as 
a base Of hostile operations. So the British proclamation of 
neutrality brought into force the two “twenty-four hours” 
rules in all ports of the Queen’s dominions. Under these, no 
Chinese or Japamese war ship could, under ordinary circum- 
stance, remain in such ports for a longer time than that 
mentioned, nor could she leave such a port within a shorter 
time after the departure from it of a war ship or merchant 
yessel belonging to the other belligerent. Again, although a 
neutral Government is not bound to prevent the export by its 
subjects of munitions of war, to be used by the belligerents, 
it is bound, according to modern views, to prevent the export 
of ships of war to be thus used. As to the limits of this 
duty, so much discussed with reference to the Alabama, there 
is still much doubt; but, im order to be on the safe side, neutral 
governments are in the habit of.taking, under “Foreign En- 
listment Acts” or similar pieces of legislation, powers consid- 
erably in excess of their international obligations, against a 
trade which so closely approximates to the sending forth from 
their shores of a hostile expedition against a friendly power. 
An armed vessel, the Tatsutta, built in the Tyne for Japan, 
got clear away before the war was declared; but during the 
war so close a watch was kept by our customs authorities 
upon all building yards that no accession to the naval 
gtrength of either China or Japan was possible from that 
quarter. So, for instance, when a vessel called the Diogenes, 
built at Blackwall, and evidently fitted for war service, was 
about to proceed to the mouth of the Thames for her speed 
trial, the foreign office, which had been kept informed of 
the progress of the ship, communicated with the Admiralty, 
which sent a detachment of thirtty blue jackets and marines 
to go on board of her and see that she did not leave British 


waters. 

IlI—The duty of a neutral power to acquiesce in belliger- 
ent interference with the trade of its subjects relates to three 
main topics, viz., blockade, contraband, and belligerent service. 
The neutral power is under no obligation to prevent its sub- 
jects from engaging in the running of blockades, in shipping 
or carrying contraband, or in carrying troops or dispatches 
for one of the belligerents; but, om the other hand, neutral 
subjects, so emgaged, can expect no protection from their own 
government against such customary penalties’as may be im- 
posed upon ‘their conduct by ‘the bel rent who is aggrieved 
by it. With a view to the infliction such penalties, a bel- 
ligerent is armed with the right of “visit and search,” i. e., 
his cruisers may stop and overhaul any merchant vessel reas- 
onably suspected of any of the offenses in question, may ar- 
rest her, and may bring her in with a view to obtaining her 
condemnation by a prize court. 

No blockade seems to have been established during the 
late war, but the question of contraband from time to time 
became prominent. There are many objects, such as rifles and 
gunpowder, as to the contraband character of which there 


can be no doubt; but it is not unusual for a belligerent to’ 


announce, im a proclamation issued at the outbreak of the 
war, what other objects he intends to include in tthe prohibited 
list. Japan seems to have made such a proclamation with ref- 
erence to lead and coal, but to have promised not to inter- 
fere with the carriage of rice. No similar announcement was 
made by China, although, early in September, a British 
ship bound for Japan, on touching at Shanghai, was 
not allowed to proceed on her voyage till she had 
discharged a quantity of chlorate of potash which was 
part of her cargo. On the 21st of the same month a Chi- 
hese cruiser stopped the British steamer Pathan, in Formosa 
Channel, on suspicion of carrying munitions of war, and took 
her into Keelung for further examination. Subsequent searches 
for contraband have, of course, been more usually made by 
the cruisers of Japan. Inj the course of March last several 
steamers, under the British and German flags, were stopped 
and searched by Japanese fast cruisers in the Gulf of Pe-chi-li. 
ese proceedings were, in some quarters, described as “high- 
handed,” but were perfectly legitimate. On 10th of April the 
steamer Yiksang, with two hundred and twenity thou- 
sand cartridges on board, shipped at Shanghai, as was al- 
leged, in good faith as bamboos and steel, was seized at 
u and carried to }Japan, where her case was speedily 
brought before a prize court, sitting at Sasebo, which ulti- 
mately released her. It must be noticed that, quite early in 
the war, a system of prize courts, of first instamce and of 
appeal, was duly called into existence in Japan, and a body 
of rules of procedure, worthy of the best days of Doctors’ 
Commons, was promulgated for their guidance. I have asked 
& friend, who is a member of the Japanese Government, to 
send me any available reports of ‘prize cases. The cases have 
Probably not been numerous, and can have hardly afforded an 
pportunity for the appearance of a Japanese Lord Stowell. 
The remaining ground for the arrest of a neutral vessel 
by a belligerent, that she is engaged im the service of the 





enemy, by carrying troops, officers, or dispatches, was illus- 
trated by a case which occurred at the very beginning of the 
war. On July 25, 1894, the relations between China and Japan 
with reference to Korea being very strained, and several 
transports convoyed by men-of-war having already landed re- 
inforcements for the Chinese forces at Asan, in that coun- 
try, a Japanese squadron, cruising off the island of Sho-pai- 
oul, on the Korean coast, was attacked about 7 a. m. by 
Chinese warships returning from Asan. About 9 a. m. the 
Kowshing, a British vessel, carrying further Chinese reinforce- 
ments for Asan, appeared on the scene, whereupon the Nan- 
iwa, one of the Japanese cruisers, turned back from 

the Chinese men-of-war amd signaled to her to stop. A boat 
from the Naniwa then boarded the Kowshing, and finding 
that she was carrying twelve hundred Chinese troops, -with 
several generals, including the German Major von Hanneken, 
inquired of the captain whether he would peaceably follow the 
Naniwa to Japan. The captain said, “Yes. I am powerless to 
refuse, as you are a man-of-war.” The Chinese officers, how- 
ever, declined to allow this to be done, and made preparations 
for shooting Capt. Glasworthy and his English officers should 
any attempt be made to take the ship to Japan. After some 
more parleying, and a final signal from the Japanese to “quit 
the ship immediately,” the Naniwa, between 12 and 1 p. m., 
fired a torpedo and then a broadside at the Kowshing, ex- 
ploding her boilers, and eventtually sending her to the bottom. 
All on board who were able to do so took to the boats or 
leapt into the water, and most of the Europeans were picked 
up by the boats of the Naniwa. The first arrival of this 
news in England produced a certain amount of excitement. 
Leading articles were freely garnished with such phrases as 
“fnsult to the British flag,” “ample apology to be exacted from 
Japan,” “wanton outrage in time of peace,” “full compensa- 
tiom for the owners and for the relations of such of the 
English officers and engineers as may have perished.” It was 
some time before the facts of the case were clearly ascer- 
tained and still longer before the public was educated in the 
legal principles applicable ‘to the occurrence. It is, however, 
now, I believe, pretty well understood that the views asserted 
from the first by Prof. Westlake and myself were correct. 
As early as Aug. 8 I maintained, in a letter to the Times, 
that a state of war may well exist without declaration; that 
@ neutral vessel, after notice of a war so existing, is liable, 
if engaged in a forbidden traffic, such as the carriage of troops 
for a belligerent, to be arrested and carried in for condemna- 
tion by a prize court, and that, if she refuses to allow her- 
self so to be carried in, her submission may be compelled by 
the use of so much force as may be necessary. Applying 
these principles to the case in question, I went on to say: 


The Kowshing, therefore, before the first ‘torpedo was fired, 
was, and knew that she was, a neutral ship engaged in a 
tramsport service of a belligerent. (Her flying the British flag, 
whether as a ruse de guerre or otherwise, is wholly imma- 
terial). Her liabilities, as such ship, were twofold: 


1. Regarded as an isolated vessel, she was liable to be 
stopped, visited, and taken in for adjudication by a Japanese 
prize court. If, as was the fact, it was. practically impossi- 
ble for a Japanese prize crew to be placed on board of her, 
the Japanese commander was within his rights in using any 
amount of force necessary to compel her to obey his orders. 


2. As one of a fleet of itramsports and men-of-war engaged 
im carrying reinforcements to the Chinese troops on the main- 
land, the Kowshing was clearly part of a hostile expedition, or 
one which might be treated as hostile, which the Japanese 
were entitled, by the use of all needful force, to prevent from 
reaching its destination. 

The force employed seems not to have been in excess of 
what might lawfully be used, either for the arrest of an 
enemy’s neutral transport or for barring the progress of a 
hostile expedition. The rescued officers also having been set 
alt liberty in due course, I am unable to see that any violation 
of the rights of neutrals has occurred. No apology is due 
to our government, nor have the owners of the Kowshing, or 
the relatives of any of her Buropean officers who may have 
been lost, any claim for compensation. 

Our review of the course of recent events would seem to 
lead to the following conclusions. Japan, apart from the la- 
mentable outburst of savagery at Port Arthur, has conformed 
to the laws of war, both im her treatment of the enemy and 
fn her relations to neutrals, in a manmer worthy of the most 
civilized nations of Western Europe. China, on the other 
hand, has given no indication of her acceptance of the usages 
of cilivized warfare; and, although she was prepared to ex- 
ercise the rights conceded to belligerents against neutral com- 
merce, took no steps, by establishing prize courts, to secure 
vessels engaged in it from improper molestation. This is the 
more to be regretted, because for more tham thirty years past 
international law has been studied at Pekin. The works of 
Wheaton, G. F. de Martens, Woolsey and Bluntschli, as well 
as the “Manuel des Lois de la Guerre” of the “Institut de 
Drait International,” have been translated into Chinese; and 
the translaittor, Dr. Martin, is professor of the law of nations 
at the Imperial College of Tung-wen. But the Chinese have 
adopted only what I have already described as the rudimentary 
and ftmevitable conceptions of international law. They have 
shown themselves to be well versed in the ceremonial of em- 
bassy and the conduct of diplomacy. To a respect for the 
— of war they have not yet attained.—The Fortnightly Re- 
view. 
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THE INFLUENCE OF LAW UPON CIVILIZATION. 


Address delivered to the Unity Club of Helena, Montana, by 
Robert B. Smith of the Helena Bar: 








I must thank the Unity Club and its President for the cour- 
tesy extended to me in the invitation to address the society this 
evening, and at the same time beg the indulgence of the au- 
dience if I shall fail to present anything that is either edifying 
or instructive, or if the essay shall not approach the character 
of lectures that you have heard from the illustrious speakers 
pond have within the last two or three years spoken to your 
club. 

The subject I have selected for discussion is one that in 
the hands of a master is capable of great elaboration and elu- 
cidation, and if properly presented would be instructive in the 
highest degree; for, in the opinion of your speaker, society in 
general does not fully understand or realize the importance or 
magnitude of the subject, and in the minds of many honest 
people, a prejudice, arising perhaps from ignorance or lack of 
information, exists. 

In the discussion of this subject, the science of law is so 
closely interwoven with the lives and characters of its true 
followers that illustrations by reference to such individuals as 
seem to the writer most conspicuous in the profession, and as 
the true exponents of the law, may become necessary. 

To espouse the cause of the science and profession of law, 
and try in even a feeble way to present its merits and its claims 
upon civilization, may subject the speaker to the charge of 
special pleading. But if I shall be able to remove from the 
mind of at least one of my hearers some of the popular preju- 
dices that generally exist in the minds of most citizens re- 
specting the science of law, and the great work that it has 
wrought in the civilization of the world and the emancipation 
of mankind, I shall feel that I have discharged a part of the debt 
and obligation which Lord Bacon declared every man owed to 
his chosen profession. In entering upon the discussion of this 
subject I realize my own shortcomings and inability to prop- 
erly present the cause of my client, or my mistress, as the law 
is declared to be by her followers or votaries. In my remarks 
this evening I shall not assert or attempt to claim that the 
whole fabric of our civilization was erected or brought to its 
present state of perfection through the instrumentalities of the 
law alone. Religion and the liberal] arts and sciences, in what- 
ever channel directed, have each played important parts in 
the civilization of man and the establishment of society and 
nations. But the foundation, the walls and strength of the 
whole superstructure, is builded of international and municipal 
law. It constitutes the granite or body of the structure, while 
religion and the liberal arts and sciences may be justly com- 
pared to the windows, the ornamental columns, painting and 
decorations of a furnished house. 


With the growth of civilization the science of law has un- 
dergone changes and has been brought toa more perfect system. 
It did not spring into existence to guide and direct the affairs 
of men, of society and nations, as a finished and completed 
code of laws. It came not hike Minerva, full grown from the 
brain of Jove, armed and equipped with the wisdom of age. 
But like an acorn planted in fertile soil, it was early in the 
world’s history discovered as the sine qua non of life and 
society, for the betterment of mankind. It was cultivated by 
the brightest of our race, was molded to suit the existing con- 
ditions and fitted to enhance the position of man for future 
generations. 


It promoted the peace and welfare of society, commending 
that which was right and repressing that which was wrong. 
It taught men their duty and their obligations to each other 
and to society at large. It secured to each, when correctly and 
justly administered, the products of industry and labor, and 
gave to all, individually and collectively, the incentive to strive 
to better his or their condition. The law is hoary with age, 
and yet, to those who would study it as a splendid science for 
the advancement of mankind, it is full of fresh fountains of 
wisdom, of equity and justice, and, like the acorn or seed, 
once planted in the mind and the affections of the people, it 
grows to be the giant of the forest, to which all other sciences 
or arts, however beautiful or beneficial, render their tribute of 
respect. Like the oak that for centuries withstands the shock 
of storms and blasts of Winter, and with each recurring season 
sends forth its buds and tender shoots to fill up the perfect, the 
splendid tree ordained by nature, so the law and the science of 
law, without any departure from the course mapped out almost 
forty centuries ago. goes forward. The ravages of time, the 
devastation of war, the rise, the fall, and the overthrow of 
nations, have not been sufficient to check or retard the onward 
march of this great school and science. The barriers of the 
law, the palladium of the people, have withstood the conquests 
of vandals and barbarians, and one by one have brought them 
into subjection to its rule, and the beautiful lines of the poet, 
referring to the City of Corinth, may with equal justice be ap- 
plied to the law: 


“Many a vanquished year and age, 

And tempest’s breath and battle’s rage, 
Have swept o’er Corinth, yet she stands, 
A fortress formed by freedom’s hands.” 


Law in its most enlarged and comprehensive signification 
means a rule of action, prescribed by a superior being or 
power, which inferior beings or subjects are compelled to obey. 
Thus, we say the laws of motion, of gravitation, of mechanics, 
as well as the laws of nature and of nations; and it is applied 
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indiscriminately to all kinds of objects, whether animate o, 
inanimate. 

But it is to municipal law, and, incidentally, the law of 
nations, that we intend to confine our remarks this evening 
leaving out of consideration those natural laws prescribed 
the Creator of the Universe. In thus confining our attention 
to municipal and international law, we are considering the 
effect of a great science, established, builded and perfecteg 
by man. Although in many respects divine example or inspira. 
tion in the formation of municipal law may have been fo}. 
lowed by the framers thereof, still it is the work of men of 
all ages and countries, the brightest and best citizens of the 
nations upbuilding and perfecting this great science. 


Municipal or civil law for the government of man, of socie. 
ty, districts, States and nations, may be defined as a rule of 
action or civil conduct, prescribed by the supreme power of the 
State, commanding that which is right and prohibiting that 
which is wrong. In the discussion of this subject it may be 
well to call attention to the fact that the science of law is 
older than civilization itself. While this great factor in the 
development of the world and of the human race may have 
received its finishing touches (if finished it can be called) from 
the civilized condition of man, and to a certain extent may be 
dependent upon civilization for its present perfected condition, 
yet as a science it existed before civilization, for while law 
may and does exist in a crude form without civilization, the 
latter cannot exist without law. Neither is it dependent upon 
any peculiar religion or religious views for its existence, but 
in countries where the religious views of the people differed, 
and the very existence of the one nation to the people of the 
other was unknown, we find their customs and rules of civil 
conduct, their code or codes of law, among the very earliest 
institutions commanding the attention of the most enlightened 
and best citizens of each. Perhaps our earliest account of a 
code of laws is the Mosaic laws ot Scripture, and to these the 
Ten Commandments brought down to the people of Israel 
from the summit of cloud-capped Sinai are the very first; and 
these, whether prepared by the great lawgiver of Israel, or 
dictated by Divine Providence, have served as a charter or 
constitution for all ages, upon which to engraft or build the 
legal structure of many nations. Except, perhaps, in their 
religious aspect, the twelve tables of the Roman law closely 
followed the lines and precepts of the Commandments. Wheth- 
er this similitude was the result of knowledge or association 
of one nation with the other, or whether it was by reason 
of the fact that the same instincts and motives which prompted 
the one actuated the other, we are unable from history to de- 
termine. 


But so far as the relations of man to man are concerned, 
and the obligation of man to society, these laws or principles 
were as well suited to the idolatrous Romans as to the chosen 
people of Israel. In each case the code of laws was well chosen 
and regulated before any considerable degree of civilization 
was attained. In ancient Egypt and Greece, countries whose 
civilization perhaps antedated all other nations, they had their 
established laws for the guidance of their subjects. So long 
as might and force was the controlling power in any country, 
so long as the weak and feeble are at the mercy of the strong, 
just so long does the dark night of barbarism hang like a pall 
over the nation. And to a great degree the influence of law 
and its beneficial effects upon the people and the nation are 
determined by the method of enactment and administration. 
Among those nations where law has been enacted by the con- 
sent of the people, expressed either directly or through the 
instrumentalities of agents selected for that purpose, we find 
the most beneficial effects. There the harvest of good is 


* most abundant, and civilization or the amelioration of man is 


the most perfect; while upon the other hand, where it is 
formulated and promulgated as the ukase or decree of the 
Czar, its beneficial effects are reduced to a minimum. 

In the earliest ages of man we find it recognized and ad- 
ministered in the crudest forms. There the father of the house- 
hold or the patriarch of the tribe prescribed the duties of his 
family or subjects, and administered such punishment 4s 
seemed proper for any violation of the law as announced. 
Then the head men of tribes and villages sat in judgment upon 
the rights of litigants or claimants who owed allegiance to 
such rulers or chiefs. Later, as nations grew, as the more 
powerful absorbed the weaker, and as kingdoms and empires 
were brought into existence, we find the king or emperor issu- 
ing his mandate or decree, and adjudicating the rights of his 
subjects. And as these multiplied and the demands upon the 
time of the sovereign become more frequent, we see him ap- 
pointing satraps, rulers and governors of provinces, to enforce 
the decrees of the sovereign and administer the laws and 
adjudicate the differences arising between the subjects, a step 
in advance over the primitive rule of the chief or patriarch, 
who made, adjudged and administered the law. 

Apparently the first efforts at a democracy in the enact- 
ment of law was among the Greeks. Here the first seeds of 
that more enlightened jurisprudence, which to-day is recog- 
nized by the civilized nations of the earth, were planted. Upon 
the soil of Greece. consecrated to freedom, the first wise, just 
and rigid code or codes of law (if we except that of the Jews) 
had its origin. Here the people assembled to enact and decree 
the law, and name the judges and administrators thereof. Later 
the pure democracy. that existed in Greece gave way' either to 
a republican form of government or limited monarchies, the 
people, through their representatives, retaining the right to 
enact, change or alter the laws, and most frequently selecting 
the judges. Here also is presented an example of the pro 
tion that law precedes any advanced state of civilization, 
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is a necessary adjunct of the same. The people of the State 
of Lacedaemon, up to the time of Lycurgus, had never as- 
sumed any position of importance among the Greeks. Prior 
to his time the people were engaged in internal broils; the 
rights of the weak were not® regarded by the strong. They 
possessed no army or navy of importance. Their cities were 
little more than mere ca There was no law of succession 
of their rulers. Their laws, what few they had, were not en- 
forced. Avarice and greed among the people took the place 
of justice and patriotism. But Lycurgus, a wise man who 
lived so many centuries before the Christian era that his very 
existence is shrouded in mystery and legend, discovered the 
weakness of his people and sought to correct it by the enact- 
ment of a code of laws for their government. After framing 
his code of laws and providing for their administration, he 
procured the people and the judges to take an oath not to alter 
or change them during his absence. He then left his country 
and was absent a great number of years, and some historians 
gay he never returned. By this ruse he obliged his people to 
submit long enough to recognize the justice and beneficent 
effect of his laws, and they were continued unaltered for above 
500 years, during all of which time the Spartans maintained 
themselves as the most powerful nation in Greece; first in war 
and public virtues, faithful to every precept of their law, they 
condemned falsehood, deceit and oppression in every one. 
They opposed every form of luxury in the persons and homes 
of their people, and devoted their energies to the upbuilding of 
their State and their poor. The public lands and revenues 
were divided, and exact and equal justice administered to all 
alike, without regard to station or rank. 


In like manner, Solon, the great lawgiver and wise ruler of 
Athens, introduced among the Athenians wise and beneficent 
laws and rules, governing the conduct of the citizens with re- 
‘gard to each other and the State at large. 

But it must not be thought that the laws thus early intro- 
duced and maintained were perfect, or that they were accepted 
by the people as a matter of course or without opposition. 
The laws and rules early established were such as the customs 
and conditions of the people then living needed and required 
for the further advancement of civilization. Many were indeed 
harsh, their punishment cruel and unusual, and in the present 
day would seem barbarous, but at the time of their enactment 
Were deemed the wisest and best adapted to the circumstances 
of the people. It will not do to suppose that any just and 
righteous law or rule of conduct was ever enacted or adopted 
by the people of any land without great struggle. Each and 
every branch of our law, at whatever stage in the history of 
the world it made its appearance, has been achieved after 
great struggles, contentions and conflicts that frequently re- 
sulted in the serious loss of life. Many are the sacrifices and 
great the cost that mark each onward step of the law. It is 
the child and offspring of conflict and oppression, and, like 
Jupiter, that overthrew his ancestors, the Titans, and hurled 
them from the celestial abodes, so the law, growing stronger 
than its parent, in time becomes the master of oppression and 
brute force. It feeds upon that which gave it life and being. 


“Sovereign law, the State’s collected will, 
O’er thrones and globes elate 
Sits empress; crowning good, repressing ill. 
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Smit by her sacred frown, 

The fiend, Dissension, like a vapor sinks, 

And e’en the all-dazzling crown, 

Hides his faint rays, and at her bidding shrinks.” 


If all were inherently good, if each did his duty to his fellow 
men from the impulses of his nature, if there were no oppres- 
sions, and if all were by nature impelled to the doing of that 
which is right, then there would be no law except the law of 
nature to control our actions or our conduct. We should in 
that respect occupy the same position relatively to the world 
that the brute creation sustains. But even in the latter it has 
its tyrants and oppressors, that do not recognize the rights of 
their fellows. So man, endowed with all the passions that 
contro] the animal kingdom, but with the additional power of 
reason, has through the experience of ages and after the 
struggle and sacrifices of millions during the preceding cen- 
turies, builded and organized a code of laws for the conduct 
of mankind and the government of States and nations. The 
effort to preserve life, liberty and the possession of one’s prop- 
erty, the result of toil, was the controlling factor in the es- 
tablishment of law. It was the continual conflict and struggle 
between those who would preserve their own lives and prop- 
erty on the one hand, and those who would enslave them on 
the other, that resulted in bringing order out of chaos. The 
same spirit that expelled the Tarquins from Rome found ex- 
pression in Magna Charta at Runnymede, and gave life to the 
Declaration of Independence in 1776 at Philadelphia. 


As we remarked above, conflict and oppression give life 
to law, and without them there would be no municipal or inter- 
national law. The source from which law springs in the first 
instance cultivates it through all times and gives it strength 
and power; for if conflicts should cease and oppressions be 
withheld, law would become lifeless, fall into disuse and death. 
It is only by the continued demands of oppression and the 
successful opposition of independence and freedom that law 
survives. And justin the proportion that tyranny increases 
its demands, the vigorous and intrepid resistance of independ- 
ence opposed thereto makes stronger and more adequate the 
power of the law. 

The end of law is peace. The means to that end is war. 
So long as the law is compelled to hold itself in readiness to 
resist the attacks of wrong, it cannot dispense with war. The 
life of the law is the struggle of nations, of State power, of 
classes and of individuals. Every principle of law which ob- 
tains had first to be wrung by force from those who denied it. 
Law is not mere theory, but living force. Hence it is that 
Justice, which in one hand holds the scale with which she 
weighs the right, carries in the other the sword with which 
she executes it. The sword without the scale is brute force. 
The scale without the sword is the impotence of law. And 
when the scale and the sword are held together the state of 
the law ‘is perfect, only where the power with which Justice 
earries the sword is equaled by the skill with which she holds 
the seales. In the determination of truth lies the whole secret 
of the law. The pain which a person experiences when his 
legal rights are violated is the spontaneous, instinctive admis- 
sion wrung from him by force of what the law is to him as an 
individual, and then of what it is to human society. In this 





one moment and in the form of an emotion of direct feeling 
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Wwe see more of the real meaning and nature of the law than 
during long years. of undisturbed enjoyment. The man who 
has not experienced this pain himself, or observed it in others, 
knows nothing of what law is, even if he had committed the 
whole conpus juris to memory. Not the intellect but the feel- 
ing is able to answer this question; hence language has rightly 
designated the psychological source of all law as the feeling 
of legal right. The consciousness of legal right, and the legal 
convictions, are scientific abstractions with which the people 
are not acquainted. The power of law lies in feeling, just as 
does the power of love, and the intellect cannot supply that 
feeling when it is wanting. But as love frequently does not 
know itself, so the feeling of legal right uniformly knows not 
what it is, and what it can do, so long as it is not wounded. 
But the violation of legal right compels it to speak, unveils 
the truth and manifests its force. 


This continual and unceasing struggle between those who 
would maintain the right and establish law and order on the 
one hand, and those who would disregard all forms of law 
and govern or oppress the people according to mere caprice on 
the other, has been the cradle or birthplace of the greatest 
characters that ever played a part in the drama of life. It is 
from this cause that the name of John Hampden is still heard 
ringing down the corridors of time as one who had .-the 
strength of character and moral courage to defy the collection 
of the illegal ship tax, and to contest with the oppressors the 
rights of himself and his fellow men. The same causes pro- 
duced Sir Edward Coke, who was to our law what ballast is 
to the ship tossed upon the waves of a storm-swept ocean. 
Surrounded by every temptation of a profligate age, in which 
public virtue was discounted and debauchery was rewarded, 
himself the Chief Justice of an unscrupulous king whose sole 
ambition seemed to be the aggrandizement of the royal family 
and the increase of sovereign prerogatives and a consequent 
decrease of the rights of the people, his public life was without 
reproach. The love of power and the patronage of the sover- 
eign could not swerve him from the line of rectitude. He 
chose rather to maintain the laws and hand them down to 
his successors untarnished by any act of his. He espoused the 
cause of the weak, upheld the rights of the common people 
and despised the flattery of a corrupt court and weak king, to 
maintain the law and his own integrity and self-respect. 
Against the combined power of the king and his corrupt min- 
isters he carried the “Petition of Rights” through the House 
of Commons, and compelled Charles to give his assent thereto. 


This is but another illustration of the struggle of the law 
in the upbuilding of society and of individual man. It was in 
line with the action of the Barons at Runnymede; it twas an 
advance step in the civilization of the world. But the law as 
then administered, as known and understood in the days of 
Coke, was confined in its sphere to limited rights of individuals 
as to each other and to the sovereign. It was peculiarly pro- 
vincial in its application and power. It remained for still 
other and greater minds to give it an international character, 


limited only by organized government and the necessities of 
man. 


To meet this emergency in the world’s history created 
by .the revival of commerce, literature ara invention, 
Grothius, De Argessan, Locke and Mansfield appeared, each the 
product and master of the law, laying down, explaining and 
amplifying new rules and precepts, establishing and extending 
the principles of the law to new and varied subjects and uses. 


Of these great masters I purpose to speak only of one, who 
towers majestically above all his contemporaries, like Mont 
Blanc above its surroundings when the piercing rays of morn- 
ing’s light have dispelled the mists and clouds of darkness. Mr. 
William Murray, better known to the world as Lord Mansfield, 
was called to the bar in 1725, and successively promoted to the 
office of Solicitor General in 1742, Attorney General in 1754, 
and Chief Justice of England in the year 1756. In all of these 
positions he acquitted himself with marked and distinguished 
ability. But it was as Chief Justice that his great mind found 
full scope for its powers. He was endowed by nature with 
the graces of a commanding presence and physical beauty of 
manhood. To these were added pleasant, agreeable and en- 
gaging manners. His mind was well stored with a knowledge 
of useful and polite literature and the sciences of the day. 
The law as it was he had fully and completely mastered. Thus 
equipped he took the oath of office of Chief Justice of England, 
which position he retained for more than thirty years, during 
which time there was never presented to him for signature a 
bill of exceptions to any of his rulings, although the most 
learned and brilliant barristers of the English bar—Lord 
Erskine, Burke and other distinguished contemporaries—were 
engaged in the litigation of the age before him. And during 
his whole career as Chief Justice, for almost a third of a cen- 
tury, there never was but two of his decisions reversed by the 
House of Lords, and only two in which any of his illustrious 
associates and compeers dissented from his views. Mansfield 
may rightfully and correctly be called the father and the 
founder of the commercial and maritime law of the world. 
To him the law merchant owes its origin. He it was who first 
prescribed the rules and established the principles that govern 
the law merchant, and from his day to the present there has 
been little or no change in them. His mind was so comprehen- 
sive in the administration of law, so accurate in its analysis 
of legal problems, that he scarcely ever made a mistake. 


Our country, though of comparatively modern growth, 
and having all the advantages of the experience of older na- 
tions in the establishment nad formation of government and 
law, is not without its share in the glory and achievements of 
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its masters. Wherever law and justice shall be administereg 
the names of Story and Marshall will be revered. 

It must be obvious to the most casual observer of the. affa 
of men, that the lives and characters of such distinguished jyp. 
ists as I have mentioned, together with untold thousands of oth. 
er illustrious judges and barristers, who devoted their time, their 
intellect and their energies to the upholding of law, have hag 
a marked effect upon the progress and civilization of our race, 
Men who devoted their lives to the study and application of 
the principles of right, who stood ready at all times to main. 
tain the cause of justice and law, even though it be the weak 
and unpopular side of the controversy, are to be respected for 
the good they have done. The law and the lawyers of the 
world have been and still are intrusted with the most sacreg 
rights of individuals and society. The infant orphan unable 
to provide for itself or maintain its own is the ward of the 
law. The sorrowing widow with her helpless children seeks 
the advice of the trusted lawyer and relies implicitly upon hig 
judgment in her affairs. The most delicate matters in the do. 
mestic relations are submitted daily to the legal profession 
without any fear of betrayal. Society intrusts its very ex. 
istence to the profession of law. The State, with all its power, 
recognizes the influence and power of law and submits its 
claim to the civil tribunal. 

When we think of the different trusts imposed upon the 
profession, of the countless thousands belonging to estates and 
clients intrusted to the lawyer and to the law for safe keeping 
or investment, the wonder is that so few are tempted from the 
path of rectitude. Take the profession as a whole for any 
period of time in the world’s history, and compare it and its 
work with other professions, and I dare say that the law wilt 
have the best of the comparison. 

The treasurers elected or appointed by the people as the 
custodians of the public revenue, the bank presidents or cash- 
iers, corporation officers and directors, or any other class of 
men to whom great financial interests are intrusted, too fre- 
quently betray the trust. But such examples are rare indeed in 
the legal profession. Perhaps there is a reason for this differ- 
ence, and to our mind the reason exists in the study of the 
law, for no man can devote a life to the study and practice of 
law without imbibing, to a greater or less degree, the justice 
and equity, the fairness and equality of the law. It is, in fact, 
a fountain from which the student, practitioner or jurist daily 
draws strength of character to aid him in his endeavors to 
lead a better, higher and purer life. So repulsive appear the 
acts of oppression and wrong, and so equitable the cause of 
justice, that they are daily the better equipped to discharge 
the high trusts imposed. In this connection I cannot refrain 
from quoting the words of Mr. Story at the close of his mas- 
terful work on “Equity Jurisprudence.” In closing he thus 
admonishes the student of his works: 

“With these few remarks we may dismiss these supple- 
mentary topics as to peculiarities of defense and of evidence 
in courts of equity. And here these commentaries are regu- 
larly brought to their close according to their original design. 
Let not, however, the ingenuous youth imagine that he also 
may here close his own preparatory studies of equity juris- 
prudence, or content himself, for the ordinary purposes of 
practice, with the general survey which has thus been pre- 
sented to his view. What has been here offered to his atten- 
tion is designed only to open the paths for his future inquiries; 
to stimulate his diligence to wider and deeper and more com- 
prehensive examinations; to awaken his ambition to the pur- 
suit of the loftiest objects of his profession, and to impress him 
with a profound sense of the ample instruction and glorious 
awards which await his future enterprise and patient devotion 
in the study of the first of human sciences, the law. He has, 
as yet, been conducted only to the vestibule of the magnificent 
temple, reared by the genius and labors of many successive 
ages, to equity jurisprudence. He has seen the outlines and 
the proportions. the substructions and the elevations of this 
wonderful edifice. He has glanced at some of its more prom- 
inent parts and observed the solid materials of which it is 
composed, as well as the exquisite skill with which it is fash- 
ioned and finished. He has been admitted to a hasty examina- 
tion of its interior compartments and secret recesses. But the 
minute details. the subtle contrivances and the various ar- 
rangements which are adapted to the general exigencies and 
conveniences of a polished society, remain to invite his curios- 
ity and gratify his love of refined justice. The grandeur of the 
entire plan cannot be fully comprehended but by the perse- 
vering researches of many years. The masterpieces of ancient 
and modern art still continue to be the study and admiration 
of all those who aspire to a kindred excellence; and new and 
beautiful lights are perpetually reflected from them, which 
have been unseen or unfelt before. Let the youthful jurist who 
seeks to enlighten his own age, or to instruct posterity, be ad- 
monished that it is by the same means alone that he can hope 
to reach the same end. Let it be his encouragement and con- 
solation, that, by the same means, the same end can be reached. 
It is but for him to give his days and nights, with a sincere 
and constant vigor, to the labors of the great masters of his 
own profession; and although he may now be but a humble 
worshiper at the entrance of thz porch, he may hereafter enti- 
tle himself to a high place in the ministrations at the altars 
of the sanctuary of justice.” 

These exquisite words should be remembered by every one. 
Just as the laws of gravitation and motion control the plan- 
etary system and show the wonderful harmony of the spheres; 
just as returning Spring, with its sunshine and showers, gives 
life to trees and flowers, and as without these laws chaos and 
death would reign supreme in the natural world, so society, 
States, nations and mankind, without law, could not exist ex- 
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cept in a state of wild savagery. Without this great balance 
wheel, this governor of the pent-up passions of men, there 
could be no civilization. But with it all other arts and sciences 
thrive. While law has had to force its way and fight for every 
principle in the whole fabric of the science, the other arts, 
sciences and professions have grown with the knowledge of 
man, and without that degree of conflict which has marked the 
progress of law. 

The conflict and struggle of the law, and its readiness to 
combat for equality and justice, has made possible the growth 
of the liberal arts and sciences and secured for religion a free- 
dom of conscience and action. These conditions are the direct 
result of the establishment and growth of the law, and hence 
we claim that in the civilization of the world the science and 
profession of law, with its followers and votaries, must take 
the first place. 























AN OLD TIME JUDGE AND HIS MODEL 
CHARGE TO A JURY. 


By L. B. PROCTOR, Secretary and Historian of the New 
York State Bar Association. 













Among the early associate judges of the Court of Common 
Pleas of Steuben County, N. Y., was Richard Helm, a Vir- 
ginla gentleman of the old school, who, with a number of 
wealthy families settled at Bath very early im the present cen- 







After leaving college he studied law and was admitted to 
practice at the Virginia bar. Being in affluent circumstances 
he never devoted much time ‘to the practice of his profession 
though his legal learning was generally recognized. His edu- 
cation was vitalized by association with the eminent men of 
his time. He had a strong, clear, practical mind and flexible 
reasoning powers. 

There were dissimilar traits in his character, an abrupt- 
ness in his manner, certain extremes in his disposition, which 
om a slight acquaintance were difficult to reconcile; but when 
those characteristics were better understood, when his sincere, 
chivalrous, blunt, disinterested sense of honor become more 
apparent, they rendered him a favorite with those who perhaps 
at first disliked him. 

If a man, a policy, or a sentiment pleased him, he did 
not stop to consider the popularity or unpopularity connected 
with the man, the policy or the sentiment. He adopted the 

as a friend, the latter ag pleasures. In social life he 
was a favorite, but he disliked all affectation, all pretense to 
intellectuality and the assumption of those who “hammer a 

grain of wit or learning into a sheet of infinite plati- 
tude.” Among his characteristics was his love of horses. He 
wed to say “it provokes me beyond endurance when I see 
how many fools there are who attempt to manage and train 
those noble, splendid, intellectual creatures, who really know 
ore than one-half their owners.” 

In consideration of Helm’s sound judgment, strong common 
Senge and legal education, he was appointed an associate judge 
of Steuben County. His disregard of political preferment and 
his dislike of official distinction, which he considered evanes- 
cent and empty, it was with great reluctance that he accepted 
this judicial position. Owing to the illness of the first judge 
of the Court of Common Pleas, it became the duty of Judge 

to preside over the first court held after his appoint- 
Ment. This responsibility came unexpectedly upon him, and 
he entered on its discharge greatly against his wish, impressed 
as he was by a sense of his inability and embarrassed by 
his native modesty which always impelled him to avoid pub- 
lic But as he never shirked duties incumbent upon 
tim, he took his place on the bench as presiding judge for that 
term of court. 

His charge to the Grand Jury was characteristic. It was 
Wnique, unstudied, tmbued with common sense, love of jus- 
‘ioe, pungent and amusing. Though it elicited criticism from 
tome of the refined Brummels of the bar, it was on the whole 
Mgardied with favor by a majority of the lawyers, farmers 
énd business men. 


































“Gentlemen of the Grand Jury,” he said, “im the absence 
of the presiding judge of this court, it has unexpectedly be- 
come my duty to address you in regard to the work before 
you as grand jurors of the county of Steuben, in what is 
commonly called a charge. If you expect an elaboraite, learned 
effort, abounding in the niceties of the law, you will be mis- 
taken, fot it may prove to be a squib instead of a charge. 
I shall endeavor to talk to you in a plain, common sense man- 
ner, believing that all good law is nothing more than good 
common sense. I shall speak of men and matiters as they are, 
calling things by their right names as they are understood 
by, a unpretentious people. In this I may be a little 
nted. 

“You are, gentlemen, members of an organization’ com- 
posed, as has well been said, of gentlemen of high standing 
ard respectability, whose duty it is to look into and after 
crimes in this county, of which there is much, and crim- 
inals, of which there are many. It is an express constitu- 
(tional provision that a party can only be put on his trial 
for a crime after presentment by a Grand Jury, except in 
cases of inferior offenses. This presentment is sometimes al- 
lowed to be dispensed with by the filing by the public prose- 
cutor of an information. 

“You will do your duty, no doubt, keeping in view the sol- 
emn responsibilities which are committed to you by your fel- 
low citizens and in accordance with the oath you have taken. 

“I see among you many gentlemen who are fully acquainted 
with what they are called here to da I need only to say, 
therefore, as you know what your duties are, do them straight- 
forwardly and fearlessly. 

“The Sheriff has handed me his criminal calendar, by 
which it appears that there are five prisoners in the county 
jail who, to use a somewhat facetious expression of the 
Sheriff, have been playing checkers with their noses for some 
time, awaiting your action. Two of them are charged with 
stealing horses, a most fearful crime. 

“Now, gentlemen, there are grades in crime, and common 
sense indicates, and so does the law, that punishment should 
be in proportion to the degree or depth of the crime as exhib- 
ited by the evidence. If ‘this is noti the law it ought to be, and 
would be if the lawyers did not mix matters up, as they 
generally do, so that they and nobody else understand them. 
Your duties go no further than to learn by good testimony 
whether or not a fair, reasonable, probable cause is made 
out against the person presented to you for indictment. It 
must be such a cause as would warrant you in convicting 
them were they placed on final trial before you. 

“I have already said that two of the persons in jail are 
charged with stealing horses. One of these men is 
with stealing a gaunt, slab-sided, one-eyed Yankee mare, and 
the other, according to the charge, with stealing a fine Vir- 
ginia, full-blooded horse. Now this is a great crime, and yet 
I camnot refrain from saying to you that it is mitigated by 
the fact that he loves that noble animal and that he is a 
good judge of them, which is a virtuous element in his char- 
acter; while ‘the fellow who is charged with stealing a miser- 
able, shambling, one-eyed mare shows that he knows nothing 
about a good horse and will steal anything in the shape of 
a horse. Now, gentlemen, you will no doubt take these cir- 
cumstances into serious consideration, for they show degrees 
in crime. One of these men may, if you find no mitigating 
circumstances in what I have said, be guilty of grand lar- 
ceny and the other petit larceny. 

“There are two others in jail for what is called mayhem, 
which is an atrocious injury to the person, consisting of vio- 
lently Jepriving another of one of his members. One of these 
men is charged with biting off the nose and a thumb of a 
negro, showing a horribly depraved appetite tending to can- 
nibalism, and a most disgusting insensibility to strong odors. 
The other mam is accused of gouging out an Irishman’s eye. 
This man, if he is guilty of the offense, shows that he be 
longs to those surgical fighters who give their attention spe- 
cially to dispelling the optical observation of their patients, 
their principal surgical instruments being one of their thumbs 
and a forefinger. There is a circumstance in this case claimed 
as mitigating, to wit, that the fellow in the process of his 
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operation on the Irishman’s eye got one of his fingers into 
his patient’s mouth, who, in attempting to make a square 
meal of it, mangled it in a most horrible manmer. But the 
matter will be committed ta you for your serious consid- 
eration. 

“The last of these alleged criminals is confined under the 
charge of stealing whisky, said to be old and of a very 
fine q . This case is said 'to be aggravated by the fact 
that there is very little old whisky in Steuben County, owing 
to the fact that that article has a remarkable tendency to 
find its way down the throats of people before it gets much 
age. However this may be, good whisky, if it is not aged, is 
#0 veny: plenty here that it can be had by asking for it, and 
is often offered without asking, so that the man wno steals 
it exhibits a case of total depravity. These, gentlemen, are 
the cases of the persons in jail. 


“There is a large number of fellows who are said to be over- 
due in State’s prison and who would be there if they were 
caught. who are out on bail. Now, gentlemen, it makes no 
difference with you whether these men have or have not been 
arrested; it is your duty to use all possible diligence in discov- 
ering the suspected perpetrators of crime, amd you have the 
power of the county to aid you in the discharge of your duty. 

“The great men at Albany, or those who, for the slightest of 
possible reasons, believes themselves great men, have made it 
my duty to call your attention especially to certain matters, 
among which is the crime of usury. This, you know, gentle- 
men, is taking’ more than seven cents on a dollar for the use 
of money. Now, as this is made a crime by the Legislature, I 
call your attention to it. To gentlemen of your intelligence 
and respectable standing I need not do more than that, though 
I see in this courtroom several eminent citizens who have not 
the least objection to your letting the matter drop at these 
words of mine. Then there is a law known as the Excise law, 
which regulates the sale of spirituous liquor. As the sale of 
those articles is generally regulated by people’s appetites, thirst 
and their means of paying for q drink, I shall only call your 
attention to whatever infractions of this law may come to 
your knowledge. Then there ie the law concerning the purity 
of the elective franchise; in other words, the purity of the bai- 
lot box. This is paramount to all the other matters to which I 
am required to call your attention, and I charge you to be in- 
stant in season and fully alive to the duty of placing your 
hands on every offense against this law, for on the purity of 
the ballot ‘box depends the honor, safety and existence of our 
country. 


“Mr. Clerk, swear two constables who will conduct the 
grand jury to its room.”’ 


Judge Helm’s charge, though not entirely balanced by strict 
legal rules and parlance, and, as I have said, was subject to 


some criticism, it rendered him very popular with the people 
eenerallyv. 








LAW REPORTING IN THE UNITED STATES. 





Report of Committee 'on Law Reporting of the American Bar 
Association. 





To the American Bar Association: 


The special committee appointed at the last annual session 
of this body. to ascertain the condition of law reporting in this 
country and report thereon, entered upon its duties by the selec- 
tion of Frank C. Smith, one of ite members, as secretary, with a 
view to gathering and collating facts and Statistics upon the 
subject assigned. 

The secretary, upon ascertaining the names and residences of 
the reporters of the Federal and State courts, put himself in 
communication with them by circular letter, to which a large 
number of responses were received. These communications and 
Suggestions have been tabulated by him for the use of the 
committee, and are most interesting and valuable. The sched- 
ule is. therefore. annexed hereto, and made a part of this 
report. (See table A.) 

The secretary has also prepared a table showing the num- 
ber of cases reported from the courts of appellate jurisdiction in 
this county, from June 1, 1894, to May 31, 1895, and the num- 
ber of times each court thas cited its own decisions and the de- 
cisions of other States and of England. 





(Note: The report of the committee was presented to the 
association through J. Newton Fiero, its chairman, and was con- 
curred in by the entire committee, with the exception of Judge 
Dillon. who is abroad,.and was, as it stated in the report, un- 
able to take part in its preparation. The movement for this 
committee began last year through the thorough acquaintance 
of Judze Dillon with the subject, and his knowledge of what 
had been accomplished in the State of New York through the 
Committee on Law Reform of the State Bar ‘Association of that 
State. Upon the completion of the reading of the report, on 
motion of Judge Simeon B. Baldwin of Connecticut, the com- 
mittee was made a permanent committee of the association, 
and the constitution and by-laws were, by a unanimous vote, 
amended for that purpose. This was followed by a motion re- 
questing the chair to reappoint the same committee; as to this, 
however, President Carter took time by the forelock and reap- 
pointed the committee without putting the matter to the vote 
of the association.—Ed.) 
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This table is also attached as bearing upon the question of 
accumulation of the reports in connection with the citation of 
the earlier authorities. (See table B.) 

It is to be regretted that the continued absence of J 
Dillon from the country prevents him from uniting in this r. 
port, since he has manifested very great interest in the work of 
the committtee, and given valuable assistance through his wide 
experience and thorough acquaintance with the subject. 

The multiplication of the law reports has attracted atten. 
tion of the bar since the day when Coke lamented the existence 
of so many as fifteen volumes of reports, besides treatises ang 
statutes. In Bacon’s time, when the reports were some 
or sixty in number, 'the row 80 great, in his opinion, as to 
require a “recompiling of the common law. 

" In the early aeet of the century, Bentham likened the conii. 
tion of affairs to the books of the Roman law before they wer 
digested by Tribonian. “A mass,” he says, “the contents ot 
which defy the industry of an ordinary lifetime to master. 

It was on two occasions, a little more than thirty years ago, 
resolved ‘by the English bar, and those interested in the amend. 
ment of the law, that the system of reporting, editing and pub. 
lishing law reports, required amendment, and “that the reported 
decisions should be consolidated, and their undue accumulation 
for the future be, if possible, prevented.” 

At about the same time the Lord Chancellor deprecated 
the alarming condition of affairs in an address upon the r. 
vision of the law, and urged the immense and growing number 
of the reports as a reason for revision and condensation. 

The matter was called to the attention of this association 
in an address by Judge Dillon in 1884, followed by a paper by 
him on the same subject two years later, at which time a rego 
lution was adopted which referred to “the evils of the great 
volume of judiciary law,” deeming it unwise, however, to in- 
terfere with the unlimited publication of opinions. (Report 
Am. Bar Association, 1884, p. 223; 1886, p. , 312.) 

In 1891 in a paper read before the New York State Bar As 
sociation, by another member of this committee, it was said 
“the necessity for reform is apparent and urgent. The evil is 
a serious and. Te Re a growing one. (Report New 
York Association, p. ' 

The committee oe that body appointed at that time say, in 
1891, referring more particularly to the duplication of reports: 
“It has been a matter of discussion with the profession fora 
considerable period, and the lapse of time and the multiplica- 


‘tion of reports only tends to emphasize the necessity for reliet 


from the burden of miscellaneous reporting.” (Report New York 
State Association, 1891, p. 101.) 

The matter has ‘been taken up recently by the Virginia Bar 
Association, and your committee is in receipt of a copy ofa 
carefully considered report on the subject presented at the late 
meeting of that body, in which the calculation is made thats 
lawyer who devotes three hundred days in the year to the reaé- 
ing of the reports published in the United States must read 
two hundred pages every day in order to complete the work. 

It may be said at the outset, in view of the decided expres 
sion of opinion by this body by the resolution of 1886, that the 
matter must be dealt with and remedied in some way other 
than by legislative restrictions of absolute freedom in the pub 

ion of adjudged cases. 
ee Hn. sy or wisdom of restricting publication of th 
opinions of the courts has therefore not been considered as an 
open question by your committee, but as settled, in favor of the 
widest liberty to the publisher. This accords alike with the sen- 
timent of the bar and the constitutional provision in very many 
States. 

It is believed that the following are the more important 
and vital considerations relative to the matter referred to: 

First. The unnecessary duplication of the same matter in 
different series. 

Second. The advisability of the adoption of a scientific and 
uniform method in the preparation of the reports. 

Third. The increased and ever increasing number of re 

rted cases. 
ae DUPLICATION OF OPINIONS REPORTED. 

It is unnecessary to discuss, at any length, the evils arising 
from the publication of opinions in separate series. The item 
of expense to the lawyer who desires complete sets of the re 
ports of even his own State is an important one, where there 
is no duplication. When the number is indefinitely increased, 
it becomes an unnecessary burden. When to this consideration 
is added the annoyance of double or triple-citations, and the 
not unimportant item of convenience in arrangement of shelf 
room, we cannot but deprecate the very general duplication of 
both State and Federal reports. 

Under the conditions which exist in the mother country, 
where reporting is, and always has been, regarded as a per 
quisite of the bar, and official reporters, as such, are unknow!?, 
we necessarilv find the whole matter thrown open to private 
enterprise; but in this country, where the advice of Bacon that 
“The reporters be taken from the most learned counsel ané 
receive a liberal salary from the State,’’ has been followed, and 
where the reporter is an officer of every appellate tribunal and 
compensated for his labor by either copyright or salary, the 
latter ranging from $1,500 to $5,000 per annum, with liberal 
allowance in many instances for assistance, there would seem 
to be but slight inducement or opportunity for private report 
ing, except in the collection and annotation of authorities 02 
special subjects, or the selection of leading cases for examin@- 
tion and criticism. . 

In England, the absence of the “official reporter” has, from 
the earliest times, been supplied by a barrister, who is a 
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“authorized reporter’ in the sense that he is said “to 
be more or less recognized bv the court.” to the extent that 
“the judge will often revise his judgment for the purpose of 
the report,” although he seemed in the earlier times to have 
relied altogether upon notes or memory of the oral decisions of 
the judges. 

The “authorized reporters,” however, became so numerous, 
five separate series being in existence, as to lead to action by 
the bar, in favor of a series having its sanction, which resulted 
in the publication of the “Law Reports,”’ the most important 
step yet taken in the direction of promptness and economy, 
and which has formed the basis of the plan adopted in New 
York, to which the committee takes the liberty of calling atten- 
tion, since some of its members are somewhat conversant with 
the method adopted in that State and the results attained. 

The question was brought before the Commission to Revise 
the Judiciary Article of the New York Constitution in 1890, but 
no action was taken until the presentation of the matter to 
the Legislature in 1892. by the State Bar Association, as the 
outcome of a paper read before it in the previous year. 

One of the features of the legislation was the provision for 
an additional official reporter, and another authorized and 
directed the publication by the Supreme Court Reporter of 
allopinions handed down in the appellate branch of that court. 

While the legislation obtained was not all that was de- 
sired, yet in connection with the active and hearty co-opera- 
tion of the reporters and publishers, it has accomplished sub- 
stantially all that could have been brought about by the bill 
drafted by the association. Before the arrangement which re- 
sulted in the present combined official series, eleven distinct 
sets of reports were issued in the State, in which opinions were 
aot only published over and over again, but in some instances 
the same case in the same court appeared in full in five dif- 
ferent series. In addition the legislative acts consisted of one 
or two volumes, the total expense being nearly $100 per annum. 


The present arrangement includes three series, Court of 
Appeals Reports, Supreme Court Reports and Miscellaneous 
Reports, the latter containing the opinions of inferior courts 
of record. Each of these reports is prepared by an official re- 
porter. These three series, with the acts of the Legislature, 
known as the Session laws, constitute the combined series, pub- 
lished in weekly pamphlets at $30 per year. The bound vol- 
umes are also furnished at the subscription price without re- 
turn of the pamphlets. 


In this respect, and in the fact that the opinion of all the 
courts, and the laws separately paged and prepared, as in the 
volume, are bound together weekly, and every decision prepared 
by the reporter, is thus brought down to date, this plan is be- 
lieved to be an improvement on the English method. 


The result has been most satisfactory to the profession, 
in that it enables the bar to obtain all the opinions of the ap- 
pellate and other courts of record very promptly and accu- 
Tately reported in an official edition at a very moderate price. 


It has been thus far assumed that the official reports best 
deserve the support of the bar, and are entitled to recognition 
by the bench and the public. This view has been taken in no 
spirit of antagonism to the reports which owe their existence 
entirely to private enterprise, but for the reason that the pro- 
fession does, and doubtless always will prefer an official series, 
for very many reasons, not the least of which is, that the ma- 
jority of citations are to these volumes, and hence they are 
preferable as a matter of convenience. Beyond that, however, 
this view is taken because of the permanence of a series es- 
tablished and sustained by legislative action and which re- 
ceives the sanction of the courts by the appointment of the re- 
porter and revision of his work. 

Still further under such conditions, the work of the official 
Teporter, if honestly done, should be much superior to any re- 
port owing its existence to private capital. 

Not only is the reporter compensated and furnished suita- 
ble assistance, but the State usually intervenes to see that the 
report is published and placed on the market at a price scarcely 
compensating the cost of printing and binding. On the other 
hand, the publishers of reports other than those in the official 
Series are entitled to, and are here given the credit of having 
brought about the present condition of affairs, under which the 
Official series of the Supreme Court, and of several State courts, 
are furnished to the profession with great promptness, in 
Weekly or semi-monthly parts, at a very reasonable price. It 
Was not unusual a few vears ago to find an official series from 
One to three years in arrears, a condition not entirely creditable 
to the derelict officials, ; 





This state of things brought into existence the unofficial 
series, which in turn forced the official reporters to energetic 
and prompt issue of the volumes in arrears, and there seems 
to -" no difficulty, at this time, in their keeping abreast of their 
work. 

In order. however. that the official reports may meet the 
demands of the profession, it is doubtless necessary that they 
should publish all the reports of the Superior Appellate Trib- 
unals, in order to meet the demand for all the available de- 
cisions. With such authority, and supported by the resources 
of the State, it is not too much to say, that if the official re- 
porters of the court show the energy, enterprise and sagacity 
of private business houses, in preparing and issuing their re- 
ports, there will be little demand for anything except the 
official volumes. Any reporter competent for his work should 
be able to do this, at least as well as can be done by any 
other person without his facilities, and with the public treas- 
ury virtually at his call, he should certainly be able to perform 
it speedily, if not it would seem that his resignation should be 
promptly accepted by the court from which he holds his ap- 
pointment. 

It is not only in reference to the reports of adjudged cases 
within a single iurisdiction that the official reporters cf the 
courts may and should properly furnish copies promptly and 
cheaply, but since the preparation of the matter is necessary 
for the series edited by each separately, it may be advantage- 
ously used for circulation both in pamphlet and bound volumes 
throughout neighboring jurisdictions in co-operation with oth- 
ers, forming thus a combination of the series of the official 
reports of several States under a single management, the only 
additional expense being that of publication. 

This method would not only be a convenience to the bar 
by furnishing them the official reports of other States at a 
very moderate price, but should be a source of income to the 
reporters as well. It is quite certain that such a combined 
series could be furnished at a very moderate pric» for the rea- 
son suggested. and it is eaually certain that, everything else 
being equal, lawyers much prefer the official series. 


THE WORK OF THE REPORTERS. 


It is manifestly impossible to maintain an ideal standard 
for the work of the large number of reporters and their as- 
sistants, engaged in the preparation of nearly, if not quite, one 
hundred series of reports. State and Federal. There must 
necessarily be varying degrees of excellence, and it would be 
hypercritical to insist upon even an approach to perfection in 
the details of their duties. 

What is most obvious, and a just ground for criticism, is a 
lack of the spirit and enthusiasm necessary for success in 
every department, and this is most apparent in the want of 
uniformity in the method and character of the reports, a fail- 
ure to act in pursuance of a well-considered plan, and to study 
and follow approved and scientific methods, adapted to present 
conditions, for it must be admitted that reporting as a science 
has advanced but little within the century. 


It is true that there exists in some few instances an ap- 
parently deep-seated prejudice against clearness and simplicity 
of statement, an unwillingness to present the important facts, 
on which the discussion turns, and an anxiety to enter into 
minute details as to matter of no importance, except to the 
parties, and as to them of doubtful consequence, but it is their 
misfortune that they are occasionally required to make sense 
out of an unintelligible statement or to reconcile with estab- 
lished rules a chance conclusion which is with difficulty made 
to bear such a construction, and it must be conceded, that as 
to those matters the learned members of the court are much 
the greater sinners. 

It is not reasonably to be required of the reporters that 
they “shall make bricks without straw.” 

It is not proposed to consider or advise as to the choice of 
methods to be adopted in preparing a syllabus. It is doubtless 
true that no hard and fast rule, even under the most approved 
and scientific method, can be adopted which is, or can be made 
applicable to all cases, yet it seems not only possible, but com- 
paratively easy of accomplishment, by careful analysis and dili- 
gent study of the best reporters (and their name is legion), to 
extract a uniform rule, or set of rules, as to treatment of the 
head note. 

It is certainly safe to follow the plan recommended in the 
preface to Douglas Reports, “to state the point as a general 
rule or proposition,” nor is there doubt of the rule laid down 
by a writer in the Law Quarterly Review, that, “if a case 
affords an illustration of a well-known principle, the profes- 


























































































































































































































































































































396 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





sion does not gain by that principle being buried in a mass of 
facts,” although a very recent writer on the subject says: 
“The syllabus must state not only those facts which furnish 
adequate premises for the conclusions reached, but every fact 
which may distinguish the instant case from another which 
would apparently fall under the same general principle.”’ 

The report of the Law Committee of the Virginia Bar Asso- 
ciation, already referred to, says on this point: “The common 
practice of inserting the successive steps of the reasoning, 
merely used by the court, as the premises from which to evolve 
the conclusion, is wrong in principle and misleading to practi- 
tioners and legal writers in covering up the true issue with a 
mass of rubbish.” 

Prof. Wambaugh holds the duty of the reporter to be “to 
determine by his own study the proposition of the law in- 
volved in the case, and not simply to extract from the opinion 
a few apparently pertinent sentences.” 

It is auite certain, too, that a very brief statement of the 
points involved introductory to and independent of the head 
note is a matter of great convenience, while appropriate catch 
words in a different letter, showing the subject treated by each 
paragraph, will save much labor to one examining a large num- 
ber of cases, and in this connection may be urged so far as pos- 
sible, at least when the principles decided are of substantially 
equal importance, the desirability of stating the questions de- 
cided in consecutive order, following that in the opinion, since it 
frequently, in fact almost always happens, that a case is con- 
sulted for the rule on a specific point, and as in preparing a 
brief counsel necessarily examines a number of authorities, 
time is an important element, not to speak of the annoyance 
of searching through pages of lengthy opinions to find that the 
point stated in the last paragraph of the head note is disposed 
of by the court in the first sentence of the opinion. . 


A difference in method to a still greater degree is found in the 
manner of preparing the index. This, too, presents a lack of 
uniformity, which causes a loss of much time, labor and pa- 
tience, since the imagination of some reporters seems to revel 
in the selection of titles and subtitles, which are not likely to 
occur to the mind of any except an intellectual athlete, while his 
memory seems to utterly fail him in recalling those titles 
likely to be in the mind of the practicing lawyer. 

Whatever may be the fact as to the possibility of applying 
scientific methods to the drafting of the head note, there can 
be none as to the possibility of a system of indices which shall 
be uniform and well understood by the profession, and this 
uniformity should extend not only to the indices to the reports, 
but the digests, State and national, so that with a system 
of cross references a lawyer may reasonably expect to find the 
same subject matter under the same title in the different 
reports and digests. 

The variety in type, binding and mechanical execution of 
the reports would scarcely merit special attention but for the 
fact that. as a rule, the larger the type, the smaller the page 
and cheaper the binding the more expensive is the report. 


So simple a matter as placing the number of the volume at 
the top of the page, so as to save turning the book to examine 
the back while holding it open to write out a citation, escapes 
the attention of most reporters and publishers, while the use of 
a style of binding, by which the volume remains open at any 
page, is a feature of one of the leading unofficial series which 
commends its mechanical execution and evokes a wish that the 
good example may prove contagious. 

The examination of authorities is so important a part of the 
work of a lawyer that every effort should be made to lessen 
both the mental and manual labor connected with the search 
for cases in point, and while the details of mechanical execu- 
tion are apparently unimportant, they can be readily remedied, 
and the most intelligent and painstaking effort should be made 
to embody in the head note a clear, concise, correct statement 
of the legal rules determined by the opinion, and the index so 
arranged as to afford the worker complete facilities for thorough 
investigation. 


THE MULTIPLICITY OF REPORTED CASES. 


The enormous increase in the number of the reports is, upon 
the whole, by far the most serious aspect of the question in 
hand. It is also the problem the most difficult of solution, 
since the causes are deep-seated and irremovable, being con- 
nected with the foundation of our system of law and form of 
government. 

The evils from this source have their origin, 

First. In the doctrine stare decisis, the corner stone of the 
common law. 

Secund. In the number of independent appellate juridica- 
tures which administer the law among English speaking people. 

Third. The rule recognized by organic and statute law, au- 
thorizing the free publication of the decisions of the courts. 

Coke says “the reporting of certain cases or examples is 
the most perspicuous course of teaching the common law.”’ 

‘Hale described the unwritten laws as having “acquired their 
binding power by a long and immemorial usage, and by the 
strength of custom and reception in the kingdom,” and the late 
Lord Chancellor aptly described the situation in these words: 
“Where the judges have a new case before them they do not 
profess to arrive at the law by reasoning, by theory, or by 
philosophical inquiry, but by searching among the records of 
former decisions, for cases which are supposed to be analogous 
to the case before them, and they derive from these analogies 
the rules which they desire for the determination of the par- 
ticular case.” 





'—_ 

The doctrine, ag stated by a recent writer, is: “In 
court pronouncing a decision, and in the courts subordinate to 
it, a decision, so far as it establishes a doctrine, is a Precedent 
of imperative authority until it is either reversed or overrule” 
- Thus “the custom of the Kings Court is the custom of Eng- 
land, and becomes the common law.” 

This view, so radically unlike that prevalent on the Conti. 
nent under the civil law, is, and so long as it retains its Position 
must be. fruitful in reports of opinions handed down by 
courts, since such decisions constitute not only valuable preg. 
dents applicable by analogy to like cases, but embody the ab. 
solute rule of law which must be applied to the case in hand 
whenever the facts bring it within the principle theretofore 
decided. 

The presentation of a cause at the bar is regarded as jp. 
complete, and the attorney considered as remiss in his duty, jg 
even the most elementary propositions are not supported by q 
citation of authorities, even though it involves nothing more 
than the interpretation of a rule of court or the construction 
of the most unimportant local statute. 

The term “case lawyer” is frequently used as a term of 
reproach for a laborious practitioner, but it is nevertheless true 
that principles are to be found in cases, and are frequently 
found applied to a similar state of facts. Hence the “cag 
lawyer” wins cases because he has examined the books thor. 
oughly, first, to find a case on all fours, then to find one where 
the rule is established as he contends; these failing him he looks 
for an analogous rule which may be applied to the case in hand, 
and, finally, if a prudent man, takes pains to ascertain whether 
there is any*aid or comfort given his adversary by a decision, 
dictum or query. 

It is not at all clear but that it would be highly beneficia) 
to the profession, the bench and the client, if the fate of the 
Alexandrian library should befall very much the larger portion 
of the reports of adjudicated cases in all English-speaking coun- 
tries, but in place of such fortune we must contemplate the 
multiplication of reports in forty-four States, in the Federal tri- 
bunals, in England, her provinces and dependencies. It is in 
the large number of different and independent judicatories ex- 
isting in this country that we find most of the difficulty as to 
the mass of authority emanating from the courts. Very many 
of the States have more than a single appellate tribunal, and 
these, added to the reports of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Circuit Courts of Appeal, and the several Federal 
Circuits furnish a volume of legal literature which is appalling. 

Wien we observe that the official reporters number more 
than sixty, and that in a State in which three official series are 
issued. eight volumes a year scarcely suffice for all the causes in 
a single court, we need not be so much eurprised at the number 
of reports as that, under such curcumstances, the common law 
retains its distinctive features and adapts itself so readily and 
wonderfully to such extraordinary conditions. 

Add to these considerations the constitutional right of every 
citizen to cite and publish the decisions of the courts and we 
have no occasion to wonder at the number and extent of the 
law reports in this country. 

There is to be found in the suggestions made abundant 
reasons for the publication and the preservation of such judi- 
cial decisions as will serve to aid in the determination of ques- 
tions: likely to be litigated, but this is also the strongest possible 
argument in favor of writing brief opinions, or none at all, on 
questions of no interest to the profession or the public, and it 
is such questions that constitute a very large proportion of the 
business of the courts. The books are crowded with discussions 
as to the interpretation of purely local statutes, and with the 
iteration and reiteration of well settled principles, applied some- 
times to peculiar facts, but it must be remembered that these 
qjuestions, although of no general interest or usefulness, were 
of great importance to the parties, have been argued by able 
counsel, and taken much of the time and attention of the court, 
and thus the reasons for the decisions naturally find their way 
into an elaborate opinion. 

Most to be deprecated, perhaps, is the controversial opinion 
written not to expound a legal principle, but to persuade other 
members of the bench, too obtuse to appreciate fully the rea- 
soning, or to yield readily to the logic of their associate. 


In some jurisdictions, notably in the New York Court of 
Appeals, the judges have come to regard this matter as an 
important one, and to confine their opinions largely to cases re- 
versed, where it is necessary to set out the grounds for grant- 
ing a new trial. This plan has the additional merit of reliev- 
ing the appellate tribunals, most of whom are overburdened 
with business, from much additional labor. 

Upon the whole, however, the condition of affairs as to 
the multiplication of reported decisions, although discouraging, 
is very far from desperate. 

In the first instance it must be borne in mind that the 
largely increased facilities for the examination of authorities 
have well nigh kept pace with their rapid multiplication. 

Digests of the law, giving the points of the decided cases, 
have long taken the place of the abridgments like Bacon and 
Comyn, and by a combination of devices have made it com- 
paratively easy, considering the mass of decisions to make 
an exhaustive investigation of any question. The collation and 
consideration of authorities in text books and elementary works 
upon all the principal topics of the law go far to relieve the 
labor of the lawyer, while the full annotations of authorities 
and elaborate decisions of mooted question in the legal period 
icals are no small aid. Nor is the system of marginal annota- 
tions, showing what subsequent decisions have referred to & 
given case, to be overlooked in considering labor-saving de- 
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vices. By these means the whole range of the common law, as 
embodied in the reported decisions, is brought much nearer to 
the practitioner, and he is enabled to examine the authorities 
on a given question much more readily and conveniently than 
heretofore. 

The most important element, however, tending toward a 
remedy for the evils and inconveniences arising from the 
enormous volume of the unwritten law, is the gradual but cer- 
tain evolution of the law. 

This evolution appears in both the unwritten and the statute 
law, and in its relations to both has a most important bearing 
upon this question, since the obsolete provisions of the law, as 
found in the reports, are only of historical value and being of 
very little utility, are seldom referred to, cited or even exam- 
ined. 
It was this element of which Hale said: ““‘The great wisdom 
of Parliament have taken off or abridged many of the titles 
about which it was conversant, usage and disusage hath an- 
tiquated others, and some that were anciently useful are now 
less useful.” 

The effect of modern litigation, discussion and decision has 
been to resettle and dispose of most of the questions which 
have been regarded as open and undetermined, and to again 
determine and reiterate, as well as to apply the rules and 
principles gathered from the earlier reports. In other words, 
the wealth of judicial decisions has and is to a great extent 
working a cure of the difficulties it occasions by rendering it 
unnecessary to refer to the older authorities, and confining cita- 
tions not only to the more recent reports, but very largely to 
those decided within the jurisdiction where the particular case 
is brought. 

While Mansfield is still recognized as the highest authority 
on all questions of commercial law, it is most unusual to find 
a citation from the reports of his decisions, and Hale and Holt 
are but names of great judges to conjure by, their opinions 
having been embodied in and superseded by modern authori- 
ties. The same is true of the great equity judges, and Hard- 
wicke and Eldon are seldom referred to, except as the authority 
which has been relied upon in more recent judicial utterances. 
Indeed, the references to the first 100 volumes of the reports of 
the United States Supreme Court are comparatively few and 
far between, except as they are cited in support of a proposi- 
tion fully discussed and determined in later volumes, and a like 
state of affairs exists as to the reports of the appellate tri- 
bunals of the several States. A distinguished jurist who has just 
retired from the appellate bench, in one of our largest States, 
where he sat as chief or associate for thirty years, recently re- 
marked: “It has become quite infrequent, as compared with 
the custom in my early days on the bench, for counsel to cite 
an English authority, or even that of a sister State.” 

The courts of almost every State have, in some form or 
other, grappled with the leading principles.of the law and their 
application to diverse and peculiar facts, and litigation now 
arises principally from the new industrial conditions and 
changed business methods, which are the marked feature of 
the times. 

The older reports thus become practically obsolete as to 
the bulk of legal lore spread on their pages, and the common 
law, as it now exists to-day, the result of centuries of change, 
improvement and evolution, as applied to the affairs of the day, 
is to be found to a very great extent in the later volumes of the 
reports of every jurisdiction. The fittest principles have been 
either enlarged, restricted or modified, and, as thus improved, 
Survive in the latest utterances of the courts. It has thus 
come about that the language of a recent writer, used in a 
somewhat different connection, well expresses the situation 
When he says: ‘“Adjudged cases are the milestones which 
mark the pathway of judicial progress.” 

More marked, and fully as important, changes have been 
going on in the statute law, and with equal, if not greater, 
effect, in ridding the reports of decisions which have become 
Useless and unnecessary. The change in this regard has been 
Mainly in the direction of simplifying the law and procedure. 
Possibly the most forcible illustration of this statement is to 

found in the statutes relative to real estate, more particu- 
larly the abolition of uses and simplification of trusts. 


II East 17th Street, _New York City. 


The highly artificial system of the mother country gave 
rise to numberless decisions, which, by reason of statutory en- 
actments beginning about 1830, and continuing up to this time 
have become of no value except to the student and the anti- 
quarian. Almost equally great is the volume of authority ren- 
dered superfluous by the simplification of the legal relation of 
husband and wife, as regards property. As statute after 
statute has swept away the common law rights of the husband, 
waneee after volume of reports have fallen into “innocuous 
desuetude.”’ 

The changes in procedure, even where most conservative, 
have rendered obsolete scores of decisions based upon the mere 
technicalities, which were once the pride of the common law 
practice, and even in those jurisdictions where it is still re- 
tained, the increased liberality, based upon statutory enactment 
and rules of the court, renders valueless the opinions sustaining 
the refinement and subtleties of common law pleading. 


The effect of statutory changes necessarily raises the ques- 
tion as to the probable operation of codification upon the multi- 
plication of reported decisions. 

It must be conceded that the figures presented to this as- 
sociation last year as to the proportion of decisions returning 
upon questions of practice in the States where reformed pro- 
cedure is in vogue, as compared with those retaining the com- 
mon law practice, seem to give but little aid to the argument 
for codification as a remedy for the multiplicity of opinions. 

It must not be overlooked, however, that code practice, as 
it is now carried on, has abandoneéc its simplicity, and is losing 
its distinctive character, and unless return is made to first 
principles, will in a very short time be subject to all the criti- 
cisms made on its predecessor, with but few of its redeeming 
features. 

Still, much remains to be said in favor of statutory revision 
by which well-settled rules may be reduced to statutory form, 
as a relief from the examination, if not from the multiplication 
of reports, and as providing a statement of the law in compact, 
concise and convenient form. Very many elaborate opinions re- 
sult from conflicting enactments in various statutes, which have 
never been revised or corrected, with a view to rendering them 
either complete or consistent, and the result of a careful and 
systematic revision must be to lessen the labor of lawyers and 
judges, as well as to decrease largely the volume of reported 
decisions. 

It only remains to add, that while the suggestions presented 
do not remedy the evils complained of, and in nowise tend to 
lessen the burden of expense arising from the number of re- 
ports, they to a considerable extent mitigate a burdensome 
condition, and alleviate a situation which would otherwise be 


intolerable. 
CONCLUSIONS. 


I. The duplication of reports of opinions can and doubtless 
will be remedied by the official reporters and publishers. They 
will find the bar eager to patronize an official series to the 
exclusion of all others, whenever it is edited with ability and 
promptness, and furnished at a reasonable price and in a con- 
venient form. 

This is true of a single series or a combination of the dif- 
ferent series, in the same jurisdiction, and equally true of a 
combined series of several jurisdictions, properly edited on be- 
half of the official reporters of those jurisdictions. 

II. The character of the report, as edited by the official re- 
porters, should be more nearly uniform. The syllabus and 
index should be prepared upon a commonly accepted basis, 
combining the scientific and practical views, as a result of the 
expérience of the reporters of the country. And the bar should 
continue to demand and the bench select for the work lawyers 
not only possessed of legal ability, but of some degree of litera- 
ry skill, and, moreover, imbued with a progressive spirit and an 
appreciation of improved methods. 

The preparation or careful revision of the syllabus by the 
court so as to cover only the points actually decided by the case 
would be highly desirable. Very much of the difficulty arising 
from imperfect or misleading head notes. woudd be avoided 
if the practice which is enforced by law in some jurisdictions 
by which the judges prepare the head notes were adopted, or 






























































































398 THE AMERICAN LAWYER.’ 








MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS. 
CORPORATION AND 

CoMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 
DEposITIONS TAKEN. | 


rt 


C. A. KELLER, Attorney at Law, 


SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS, 


A competent corps of Assistants (including Notary) 
always in the Office. 


—s 
a 


| REFERENCES : 
THE AMERICAN Lawyer, 
| AND ANY BANK OR Firm py 
San ANTONIO, 








even if, as in others, the judges uniformly carefully examined 
and revised the proof of the syllabus as drafted by the reporter. 

III. In the improved working tools, forming part of the 
law library, is to be found much assistance in the almost in- 
terminable labor of the search among the authorities, but still 
more relief is to be had in the general evolution by which the 
important principles, with their almost endless modifications, 
survive in the later volumes, relieving much of the necessity 
for examination of the older authorities; and, perhaps, most of 
all, in the more rapid growth of statute law, reducing to rules 
well-established principles and reconciling conflicting decisions, 
so as to assimilate them to the current of recent authority, thus 
rendering obsolete much of learning displayed by the courts, and 
embalmed in the reports. 

IV. The hope for marked improvement in any direction, lies 
in discussion. criticism and organization, and it lies largely with 
this and the several State organizations to rouse and keep alive 
an interest in the subject, which shall, through action by the 
official reporters and the courts, radically improve the condition 
of law reporting in this country. 

Aug. 26, 1895. 

J. NEWTON, FIERO, Chairman, 
FRANK C. SMITH, Secretary, 
EDWARD OTIS HINKLEY, 
WILLIAM E. TALCOTT, 
Committee. 


SUMMARY OF TABLES PREPARED BY SECRETARY OF 
COMMITTEE TO ACCOMPANY REPORT. 
Table A. 

This table shews the results of the committee’s inquiries of 
the official reporters, as to the matters incident to law reporting 
in their respective jurisdictions, and may be summarized as 
follows: 

Total courts whose decisions are reported........ oceans ee 
Replies received from...........-..- ipa wos abe wom nancies 6 ee 

Of these, two, the District Court of Appeals of the District 
of Columbia, and the Supreme Court of Idaho, have no official 
reporters. , 

Salary is paid in forty States, ranging from $200 to $6,000 
per year, and seven of these States allow, in addition to the 
salary, from $2,400 to $8,000 per annum for assistants, while in 
four others the reporter has, in addition to his salary, the copy- 
right of the volumes he edits. 

In five States the reporter is compensated solely by his own- 
ership of the copyright of his volumes. 

The number of volumes of reports annually issued ranges 
from one in four years in Idaho, to seventeen per year in New 
York, and is indicated for each court reported, in each State, in 
an appropriate column. 

The varying size of the volumes presents a rather humorous 
feature, when it is recalled that the contents of each is of a 
like character with that of its fellows, and that the use to which 
the volumes are to be put is precisely the same in all jurisdic- 
tions. 

The lengths of the volumes are given as follows: Ten inches 
in one State; 91-2 inches in six States; 91-4 inches in seven 
States; 93-16 inches in one State; 91-8 inches in one State; 9 
inches in fifteen States, and 8 inches in one State. 

Widths.—Seven and one-half inches in two States; 7 inches in 
one State; 61-2 inches in one State; 63-8 inches in one State; 
6 1-2 inches in four States; 6 1-4 inches in one State; 6 inches in 
twenty States; 53-4 inches in two States, and 5 inches in one 
State. 

Thickness.—Two and one-half inches in two States; 21-4 
inches in three States; 2 inches in fifteen States; 17-8 inches in 
two States; 15-8 inches in one State; 13-4 inches in four States, 
and 11-2 inches in two States. 

The measurements most general, it seems, are a volume 9 
inches long (fifteen States), 6 inches wide (twenty States), and 
2 inches thick (fifteen States). But even these measurements 
are not common to any fifteen States. 

The number of pages varies from 550 to 1,000. 

But these figures give no actual or relative idea of the 
quantity of matter contained in the volumes. An examination of 
the last volume of the official report of each court shows quite 
as great a variety in the type in which they are printed, as is 
shown by the measurements, above given, of the volumes as 
bound. In many instances the type is quite large, the spacing 
between the lines very wide, and the margins correspondingly 
liberal. In others the type is compact and readable, while be- 
tween these two extremes the assortment of type is as varied 
as that shown in the catalogue of a modern type foundry. An 
interesting feature of this diversity is noted in the fact that, 
generally, the largest type, the widest spacing and margins, and 
the fewest pages are found in the volumes edited by those re- 
porters whose compensation is derived solely from the copy- 
right. 

In constructing these reports, it seems that in six States the 
judges make the statement of facts: in nineteen instances the 
reporters state no facts not given in the opinion; while in twenty 
States the reporter goes to the record or transcript for facts 
not stated in the opinion, when he deems it necessary to giv an 
accurate understanding of the case. ei 
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Tables of cvases are given by thirty reporters, while e 
had no such aid to the case hunter in the volumes they 
construct. 

Sixteen reporters either summarize or print in full the briefs 
and citations of counsel, while twenty give no attention to this 
feature. 

The answers to the inquiry as to the system of indexing fo). 
lowed are not subject to intelligent generalization, although it 
may be said that what is known as the Index Digest system 
seems to predominate. 

Table B. 


This table contains the results of an inquiry into the struc. 
ture of the cases reported from all our courts during the year 
June 1, 1894, to May 31, 1895, and shows the number of cages 
reported from each tribunal, and the name and number of the 
judicial authorities which each court cited in its opinions in the 
oe together with the number of times text books were go 
c : 

The table may be summarized as follows: Total cases ex. 
amined. 16,416; total number of citations therein, 58,941; of 
which the several courts cited their own precedents 28,90 
times, and all other courts 29,946 times. 

In other words, over 494-5 per cent. of all the judicial ay- 
thority used by the courts of appellate jurisdiction of this 
country, in making up their final judgments in the cases mep- 
tioned, was the authority of their own previous judicial utter. 
ances. To express the thought a little differently, it would seem, 
from this showing, that each tribunal has, within the compas 
of its own decisions, all the authority requisite for its deter. 
mination of causes submitted to it, and that, on the average, 
our courts cite the decisions of other tribunals only in support 
of their own like conclusions. And what is thus shown to be 
true of the country at large is, with the exception of the tribu- 
nals in the new States, whose litigation has not yet aggre 
gated sufficient decisions to either cover the range of cases 
submitted to them, or to justify the unsupported citation of their 
own meagre collection of cases, found to be generally true of 
each State. and is indicated in parallel columns. 

From this date it is impossible to escape the thought that, 
if in those jurisdictions where it is true that they have, asa 
general rule, upon the pages of their own reports, decisions cov- 
ering all the questions which they have to discuss and determine, 
the courts thereof would confine their opinions to a succinct 
statement of facts and the rules of law in their judgment ap- 
plicable thereto, citing only cases from their own reports cov- 
ering the same ground, much space would be saved, fewer vol- 
umes be required, and yet no diminution of actual judicial au- 
thority result. 

An interesting feature of this compilation, and one that is 
not without significance, is the number of times that the com- 
mon law courts are found to have cited the decisions of other 
common law tribunals, and the decisions of the code States, and, 
on the other hand, the number of times the code States cited 
code decisions, other than their own, and the decisions of the 
common law courts. 

By computation, and leaving out the citations which the 
common-law courts made of their own previous decisions, we 
find that our so-called common-law tribunals cited common-law 


cases 9,141 times, and code cases, 4,861 times. The code State 


tribunals cited common-law cases 7,359 times, and the decisions 
of Code States, other than their own, 6,003 times. 

We ascertained with reference to these citations, that, of 
the common law citations by common law courts, 5,238, or 57 per 
cent. were cited in support of points of procedure, and that of 
the code State citations by common law courts 1,671, or 34 per 
cent., were cited to support decisions upon points of procedure. 
Turning to the code State tribunals we found that, of the cita- 
tions they made of common law cases, 1,943, or 26 per cent 
were cited on procedure points, while of the code State citations 
by the code State tribunals, 4,172, or 69 per cent. were upon 
points of practice and procedure. 

How it happens that the common law courts require over 
57 ver cent. of their common law citations, and over 34 per cent. 
of their code State citations; and that the code State courts re- 
auire a little over 26 per cent. of their common law State cita- 
tions, and over 69 per cent. of their code State citations, upon 
the points of procedure involved in the litigation, can be readily 
answered by thoughtful lawyers. 

But the most significant, and the most conspicuous fact dis- 
closed by this computation, is that the methods of procedure 
followed in this country, and known as the codes, and the com- 
mon law system, modified as it everywhere is by the practice 
acts and statutes, are in fact, not so divergent as we have 
generally supposed, but that they can and should be amalga 
mated and shaped into a uniform system. This done, and the 
volume of the labor and output of our courts of appellate juris- 
diction reduced’ one-half by the elimination of disputes in litiga- 
tion reported to this association last year, showed was possible 
and the adoption by the judges of our courts of last resort, of 
the suggestion afforded by our present investigations, that they 
confine their opinions, when practicable, to a summary state- 
ment of fact and law, basing the application of the latter to 
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Now READY. 


PRIMMINAL EVIDENCE, PLEADING 80 PRAGTICE 


BISHOP'S NEW CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 


VOLUME I. Complete in itself 











By JOEL PRENTISS BISHOP, LL. D., Author of Treatises on “ Contracts,” “ Non- 
Contract Law,” “ Marriage,. Divorce and Separation,” “Criminal Law,” Ete. 
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This volume covers the subject in its general application to all crimes; it is the part of the Criminal Law most called 


for in practice, where the cases are most numerous. 


The present revision cites about ten thousand cases 


decided within the past fifteen years in addition to those that had gone before. 


The book is essentially a new one. 
Procedure as in the other States. 


It is equally helpful in States where there are Codes of Criminal 
While it is indispensable to every practitioner in the Criminal Law, it explains the unwritten 


rules of pleading, and largely of evidence in things pertaining to the civil practice, in which the rules mn civil cases are 


substantially the same as in criminal. 


Volume I has no necessary connection with Volume II, which will succeed it, and it is 


indexed for separateuse. Ome large volume in Best Law Book Style, Price, $6.00, net, delivered to any address for $6.25. 


T. H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, 183, {85 & 187 Monroe St., Chicago, III. 








the former upon precedents of their own courts, and the great 
problem, to study which this committee was appointed, will be 
shorn of the features which to-day make it so ominous and dis- 
heartening. FRANK C. SMITH, Secretary. 


ROUGH NOTES. 


Judge Ryan of Syracuse, N. Y., has handed down a decis- 
fon in which the rights of attorneys in Municipal Courts are 
materially concerned. Judge Ryan holds that an attorney has 
the same licen upon a cause of action in a Municipal Court as he 
bas in the Supreme Court, 

This motion was made by S. F. Belknap, am. attorney of 
Syracuse, whose client had settled a judgment which had been 
recovered against the defendant without notifying his attorney, 
who had advanced some money for court fees and was also en- 
titled to his own coets. He asked that the satisfaction of the 
judgmenit be set aside, and that an execution be issued for the 
amount of his costs. 











The English High Court of Justice recently decided a case 
which was of much interest to bettors. The plaintiff placed $25 
in the hands of a stakeholder, to be paid over to the winner of 
arace between the plaintiff and a friend. After the race was 
won, but before the money was paid over, the loser asked the 
stakeholder to return the money which he had wagered. The 
stakeholder refused, and paid over the money to the winner. 
The loser sued the stakeholder and obtained a judgment, which 
has been sustained by the higher courts. A previous construc- 
tion of the gaming act had established the right of the winner 
to claim the money from the stakeholder if the loser did not 
revoke the authority given by him to the stakeholder. The 
present rule of the English law as to betting is that the bet 
may be revoked before the money is paid over, and that the 
Stakeiclder canmot retain the money deposited with him Of 
course, a promise to pay a wager cannot be enforced. 





Citizens having occasion to walk along the business streets 
of a city in the busy hours of the day will be glad to notice 
that in one of the cases recenitly, decided by the Court of Ap- 
peals of New York a business house was held responsible for 
the careless handling of goods in unloading them from trucks 
by tthe use of skids. In the case before the court a 12-year-old 
girl had been killed by a hogshead which was carelessly han- 
died by a truck driver in New York city. The hhogsheads, in- 
stead of being let down by ropes, were allowed to glide swiftly 
down to the cellar, so that a passerby would have no time to 
get out of the way if the hogshead began to fall as he was 
Passing. Another of the Court of Appeals cases, just decided, 
and of analogous character, affirmed a judgment in favor of the 
representative of a 5-year-old boy who was injured in a public 
street in Kingston by the falling of a flagstone which had been 
carelessly left leaning against a tree. 





The Kentucky Court of Appeals held, in the recent case of 
Moreland’s Assignee v. Citizens’ Savings Banx, that if a note 





be made for general accommodation, without restriction as to. 
its use, the party accommodated has the right to sell it and re. 
ceive the proceeds; that the fact that he fails to appropriate 
the proceeds according to a prior agreement constitutes no. 
defense for the accommodation maker, and that where the 
cashier of a bank who acted for the bank in discounting an ac. 
commodation note induced the payee to apply the proceeds tu. 
the payment of certain insurance premiums in which he, the 
cashier, as agent of an insurance company, had an interest, 
which he knew to be a different purpose from that contem-~ 
plated by the accommodation maker, these facts constituted no. 
defense to the note in the hands of the bank, as the cashier's 
agency tor the bank ceased when the bill was purchased, ana 
the bank was not bound by his acts with reference to the pro~ 
ceeds. 





The Supreme Court of Indiama, in the recent case of Ab- 
bett, Admrx, vs. Lake Erie & Western Railway Company, 
held ‘that where a car inspector is engaged in adjusting a coup- 
ler while a co-employee holds a torch, and the latter fails to 
warn the inspector in time to escape being crushed, the negli- 
gence, if any, of the co-employee cannot be attributed to the 
injured party; that a railway company cannot escape liability 
for wrong-doing by charging negligence against a co-employee 
of another road; that am employee at work under a car marked 
with signal lights has a right to rely on the usage which makes 
such a signal a warning to refrain from running any car 
against it; that where the evidence shows that neither the in- 
juread employee nor his co-employee were negligent an in- 
struction that if the helper was negligent no recovery could be 
had was inapplicable and properly refused, and that evidence 
that a switching crew, familiar with the rules, signals and 
markers, backed a car against another without signal or per- 
mission with sufficient force to lock the auitomatic couplers 
cannot be justified by custom, for the reason that such evi- 
dence indicates gross carelessness. 





The Supreme Court of Ohio held, in the late case of Rail- 
road Company v. Hatch, reported in the Chicago Legal News, 
that in the absence of both contract and statute to the con- 
trary, the liability of a railroad company as a common carrier 
continues until notice to the consignee of the arrival of his 
goods, and a reasonable time auring business hours after 1e- 
ceipt of notice to inspect and remove them, unless he is un- 
known, absent or cannot be found, in which case the goods 
may be stored. The court said: “The custom of sending notice 
to the consignee sprung out of the necessity of business, and is 
for the benefit and convenience of both parties. The railroads 
established this custom, the public acquiesced therein, and the 
law adants itself thereto. As, therefore, the present course of 
business is to give notice to the consignee of the arrival of his 
goods, it follows as a necessary sequence inat the carrier must 
hold and care for the goods until the consignee has reasonable 
time after receipt of notice to inspect and remove them. * * * 
In this case the notice was received at 6 o’clock in the evening, 
after the close of business hours, and the goods were consumed 
by fire at about 2 o’clock the same night. It is therefore clear 
that the lability of the railroad company as carrier had not 
ended when the goods were burned. 
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The Supreme Court of Illinois has just announced a decision 
that is of great interest to Board of Trade men everywhere. 
Several years ago a corner on short ribs of ‘beef was engineered 
in Chicago. It was charged by Cudahy, the beef packer, and a 
man by the name of Ryan was caught to the extent of 600,000 
pounds, or $26,000. The settlement was submitted to the Arbi- 
tration Committee, under the rules of the Board of Trade, and 
when the hearing was had the committee refused to listen to 
any other evidence than that establishing the price on the day 
when final settlement was called for. Ryan contended that, 
notwithstanding the board rules, he had a right to go behind 
them and show that the “corner” had been fraudulently engi- 
neered, and but for that he would not have been dished. This 
was refused him. He went to the courts for an injunction, and 
this, too, was denied him. He then appealed to the Appellate 
Court for a reversal of the decree of the court below, and wus 
again defeated, but when he reached the Supreme Court it 
reversed the former rulings and has sent the case back, that 
the relief he asked for may be granted; that is, to show that, 
the deal being a corner, he pecame the victim of a confidence 
game. The court says that the rules of the Board of Trade 
cannot shield a fraudulent transaction, and that, notwithstand- 
ing they provide for conclusive arbitration, the courts will fur- 
nish ample relief in any proper case before them. 





The Supreme Court of Ohio recently decided the case of 
“the railway company against Salzman,” which has been three 
times tried, and in which a verdict of $9,100 in favor of Mr. 
Salzman has finally been affirmed. Mr. Salzman was a passen- 
ger on @ railway train near Toledo when another passenger 
sitting in front of him was taken sick. A _ doctor 
who was on the train at the time was. sent for 
and said that a place must be found where the sick man could 
lie down. As the train began to move more slowly in approach- 
ing a station, the doctor and some of the passengers, among 
whom was Mr. Salzman, started to carry the sick man back 
into a caboose which was at the end of the train. It was in 
the night time, and there was a space between the platform 
of the passenger car and that of the caboose. Mr. Salzman 
fell between the two platforms as he was carrying the man 
across, and was injured. The Ohio Supreme Court affirms 
that it is a duty of the railroad company to take reasonable 
care of passengers who become sick after entering its cars. 
Such care must be exercised as is fairly practicable with the 
facilities at hand without unreasonable delay of ‘the train or 
discomfort to the other passengers. It was also held that the 
passenger assisting in the care of the sick person was entitled 
to at least ordinary care on the part of the company and its 
agents for his protection from injury. No case exactly similar 
- was referred to, but the decisions cited seemed to sustain the 

general principles on which the liability of the company was 
asserted. 





The Supreme Court of Georgia, in the recent case of War- 
ing vs. Gaskill, decided that where in a promissory note, the 
payment of which was secured by the deposit of specified col- 
laterals, it was stipulated that in case of the non-payment of 
the note at maturity the payee might sell the collaterals after 
giving at least ten days’ notice to the maker of the note, and 
the creditor sold the collaterals without giving such notice, the 
act of sale was a conversion, and especially so when the seller 
also became the purchaser of the securities, and that where a 
suit was brought for the recovery of the balance due upon the 
note, after giving credit for the net proceeds of ‘the sale of the 
collaterals, it was ‘the right of the defendant to plead in recoup- 
ment the conversion, and that in adjusting the account between 
the parties he was entitled to credift for the actual value of the 
collaterals at the time of the sale. The Court said thalt the 
defense could be made without demanding restitution of the 
collaterals, or tendering payment of the debt thereby secured. 

The petition of Mrs. Bethiah J. Cushing, in the Equity 
Court of St. John, N. B., for admeasurement of her dower in 
the estaite of her late husband, Mr. Andre Cushing, is likely to 
raise some interesting legal questions. Under the will of the 
late Mr. Cushing his estate was divided share and share alike 
among his children, Rebecca P. May of New York, Lacinda 
Dunn of Holton, Chauncey D. Cushing of North Carolina and 
Allston Cushing and Richmond Cushing of St. John. These 
children are siill the owners of the property. Mrs. Cushing's 
appeal to the Court is that three commissioners ‘be appointed 
to admeasure her dower by specifying the lands and going into 
the accounts of the estate of her late husband. She asks for 
all arrears up tc date and also for costs in the suit. 

The property in which Mrs. Cushing claims dower is the 
lands belonging to her late husband. Mrs. Cushing was mar- 
ried on Sept. 11, 1883. Her husband died on March 17, 1891. 
During ail that period the properties on which dower is claimed 
were in the possession of Mr. Cushing. Certain of these prop- 
erties, instead of being sold outright, as was done with some 
of it, or of being leased for a term of years, as is the usual 
custom, were transferred by deed on consideration of a perpet- 
ual yearly rental. The contention is that, as the property must 
,continue to pay this rental, it is not subject to dower. On this 
point Mr. C. N. Skinner, solicitor for Mrs. Cushing, is prepared 
aches — and the legal fraternity is watching the fight with 
nterest. 


The heirs of the estate are represented by Messrs. Weldon 
& McLean. . 
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A case involving a new and curious point of law was 
h&ard in the Minnesota Supreme Court recently. The case 
was certified to the Supreme Court by the District Court of 
Winona, the State being the plaintiff and Alexander George 
the defendant. 

It appears from the certificate of the district judge who 
tried the case, that the defendant, George, was convicted of’ 
having committed an offense on a bridge connecting a 
the Mississippi River at ‘Winona, Minn., and extending into 
Wisconsin, and upon that part of the bridge extending over 
and built upon an island in the river known as Island No, 7) 
The bridge is a wagon bridge, above high-water mark, and 
the portion crossing Island No. 72, where the alleged offenge 
was committed, is separated by piles driven into the soil; the 
island is subject to overflow, and when the river is at a 
of ordinary high water, and for about four months in each 
year, is submerged to a depth of from two to four feet; it is 
alleged that the island is situated on the northerly or Wisconsin 
side of the main channel of said river, and that the waters to 
the north or Wisconsin side of said island are not used for the 
purposes of navigation, and that at the time of the commission 
of the alleged offense the said island was not submerged, and 
the question presented to the court is whether the District 
Court of Winona County has jurisdiction to try the action. 

The act of Congress authorizes a State government 
vided that the State should have “concurrent jurisdiction” on 
the Mississippi and all other waters bordering on the State, go 
as to form a boundary. The clause is embodied in the State 
constitution. 





A somewhat remarkable lawsuit was recently brought toa 
close in the Circuit Court at Evansville, Ind. It was a suit to 
set aside the will of Mrs. Kuhlmann, a fortune-teller, spiritu- 
alist and faith-cure doctor. About eight months ago the wom 
an, at that time a widow and rather well along in years, mar- 
ried Fritz Kuhlmann, a rather good-looking bachelor. When 
the woman took sick some months ago and there was no hope 
of her recovery, she made her will in the presence of some of 
her spiritualistic friends. The will, when probated, was a sur- 
prise to many people, especially to the widower, for he was cut 
off with but $10, while the bulk of the estate, valued at about 
$4,000, was bequeathed to the friends of the deceased—Mrs. 
Schaum, the wife of a hotelkeeper and former Sheriff, being 
especially well remembered. The widower at once instituted 
suit to set aside the will. The trial lasted three days and 
created a good deal of interest. It was shown, among other 
things, that when the will was drawn Mr. Kuhlmann, the 
husband, was compelled to leave the deathbed of his wife and 
was forcibly prevented from re-entering the room while the 
document was being executed. During the trial Mrs. Schaum 
made known a formula of faith-cure, which the deceased s 
said to haye used with good effect to stop the flow of blood. 
It could only be used by a person of the female sex. Take 
the party to be assisted by the hand and say: “There are three 
lilies on God’s grave; one for good, one for courage and one 
for stopping the bleeding of this person. In the name of,” 
then mention the holy Trinity. The exhibition of so much 
superstition in this enlightened age, and among people, too, 
who pass as intelligent persons, created a great deal of sur- 
prise. It took the Court but ten minutes to render a decision 
and set aside the will on account of undue influence. 





A decision recently handed down by the New York Court of 
Appeals establishes the law of that State as to the liability of 
railroad compani+s for damages to children arising from un- 
guarded and unlocked turntables. 

A few years ago, in the city of Troy, a little boy about 6 
years old, strayed away from his home and wandered to the 
premises of a railroad company, where several boys were at 
play on a turntable used for reversing locomotives. The turn- 
table was not locked or guarded in any way, and was so per- 
fectly adjusted and carefully oiled that it revolved at a very 
light touch. : 

The little wanderer delightedly enjoyed two or three rides, 
but finally, on one revolution his leg. was caught and severely 
injured. Later the boy’s mother brought suit against ‘the com- 
pany, and in two courts—the Circuit and General Term—she 
secured a verdict awarding her damages of several thousand 
dollars. The theory of the boy's lawyer was that to the juven- 
ile eye and mind a turntable was a “merry-go-round,” and the 
existence of one where children were permitted to play was an 
allurement and an enticement to them ‘too strong to be resisted, 
hence the apparatus ought to be locked or guarded. “As well,” 
he said, in his brief, ‘‘unhead a barrel of molasses in July and 
expect the flies to keep away.” 

The railroad company took the case to the Court of 
Appeals. 

The question was a close one, and evoked a long opinion 
from the Court. Several Western States—notably Kansas and 
California—have held railroads liable in cases where children 
had been injured riding on turntables, though they were tres- 
passers on railroad lands. Massachusetts and New Hamp 
shire, on the other hand, had held to a directly contrary opin- 
ion. As a similar case had never before been passed upon by 
the Court of Appeals of New York that august tribunal was 
called upon to decide whether the doctrine of allurement and 
enticement to children should find a place in the negligence law 
of the State. 

The Court reversed the decision of the lower tribunais and 
decided that the railroad was not liable. 
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BAR ASOCIATIONS. 


Officers are requested to send us brief but accurate 
yecounta of the meetings of their respective bodies. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
president—Morefield Storey, Boston, Mass. 
lecretary | John Hinkley, 215 N. Charies St., Balti- 
treenrer— Franc Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
a. 
COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
President—W. C. § ©, Detroit, Mich. 
Secretary—J. M. Wolfson, New Orleans, La. 
Treasarer—E. W. Sumerwell, New York City. 
STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 
ALABAMA. 
President—D. S. Troy, Montgomery. 
feeretary and Sennen alee. Trey, Montgomery. 
ARIZONA. 





. H. Barnes, . 
Seoretary—J. W. Crenshaw, Phoenix. 
Treasurer—E. E. E. Ellinwood, Flagstaff. 

ARKANSAS. 
President—M. T. Sanders, Helena. 
feoretary—G. W. Shiun, !.ittle Rock. 
CONNECTICUT. 
President—Charies E. Perkins, Hartford. 
Seoretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
exorcu. ~ 
President— William H. Fleming, Augusta. 
Seoretary—John W. Akin, Cartersviile. 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrison, Atlanta. 
IDAHO. 
Preaident—John Ainslie. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Hugh McElroy. 
ILLINOI. 
President—O. A. Harker, Carbondale. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. H. Matheny, Springfield. 
10WaA. 
in & be Deak Moines. 
. G. inger, ven . 

Treasurer—G. F. Henry, Des Moines. 


. KANSAS. 
ae-2. I. pita. 4 City. 
Treasurer—Howel! Jones, ‘Topeka. 
President—Malcolm Yeaman, Hend 
im Yeaman, erson. 
Gecretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 
LOUISIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton 
Gecretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton 
MAINE. 
President—Charies F. Libby, Portland. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta. 
= - pr 
Presiden artin V. Montgomery, Lansing. 
Secretary —Eli Sutton, Detrat. 
Treasurer—Arthur C. Denison, Grand Rapids. 
MINNESOTA. 
President—Wm. J Hahn, Minneapolis. 
Secretary—E H. Ozmun, = Feat. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
President—Robert Lowry, Jackson. 
Seoretary—W. R. , Jackson. 
Treasurer—C. M. Wil son. 

MISSOURI. 
President—W ilham C. Marshall, St Louis. 

—Selden P. Spencer, St. Louis. ~ 

Treasurer—W. B. Teasdale, Kansas City. 

MONTANA. 
President—©. F. Goddard, Billings. 
Secretary—Edward C. Russell, Helena. 
Treasurer J. U. Sanders, Helena. 


NEW MEXICO. 


NEW YORK. 
penaident— William H. Rebertecn, Katonah. 
Secertary—L. B. Proctor, A , 
Treasurer—A Ibert Hessberg, Albany. 
a OHIO. 
t—J. J. Hall, Akron. 
Secretary —H D. Arnold Akron. 
Treasurer—L. i Pike, Toledo, 
OREGON. 
Soontlent— William B. Lord, oo 
harles ° Carey, ortland. 
Tressurer—O F. Paxton, Portland. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

President—Samuel Dikson, Philadelphia. 
Secretary—Edward P. Allison, Phiteuelphia. 
Treasurer— William Penn Lloyd, Mechanics’ 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
President—_B F. Whitner, Anderson 
Seoretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia 
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TENNESSEE. 
President—Albert D. Marks, Nashville. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville. 
TEXAS. 
President - W. L. Prather, Waco. 
—Chariles 8. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort W orth. 
UTAH. 


one ae | ° S Fee ge 47 ay City. 
Secre —R. B. Shepard, t © City. 
Treasurer—Elmer B. Jones, Salt Lake City. 


VERMONT. 
President—C. M. W Middlebury. 
W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Creasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 
President—Robert W. Hughes, Norfolk. 
Ssoretary and Lreasurer—Jackson Guy, Richmond. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
President—W. P. Hubbard, Wheeling 
—D. C. Westenhaver, Martinsburg. 
Creasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 
WASHINGTON. 
President—Charles 8. Fogg, Tacoma. 
Seoretary—Nachan 5 Porwr, Ulympia 
Treasurer—James B. Howe. Seattle 
WISCONSIN. 
Presiden — William H. seaman, Milwaukee. 
Secretary—E..P. Vilas, Milwaukee. 
Creasurer— F. B. Van Valkenburg 


——————». 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 


The eighteenth annual meeting of the 
American Bar Association was held in 
Detroit on Aug. 27-30 with an unusually 
large attendance. The entire programme, 
as published in our issue of last month, 
was rendered, and most interesting and 
helpful sessions of the Section on Legal 
Education and the Section on Patent 
Law were held. 


As we are to publish the papers in 
full in an early number it is not neces- 
sary that we should anticipate our com- 
plete report by a very extended notice at 
this time. 


The report of Treasurer Francis Rawle 
showed that there had been a balance of 
$3,162.57 last year, which had been in- 
creased by various receipts to $8,653.52. 
Disbursements had been $4,952.94 during 
the year, leaving a balance of $3,700.68. 

The report of the secretary, John 
Hinkley, and of the Executive Com- 
mittee, showed the affairs of the associa- 
tion to be in a most. admirable condition. 

The following officers were elected: 

President, Morefield Storey of Boston, 
Mass. 

, ed: John .Hinkley, Baltimore, 





Treasuter, 
phia, Pa. 


Executive Committee—George A. Mer- 
cer, Atlanta, Ga.; Alfred Heminway, Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Charies Claflin Allen, St. 
Louis, Mo. 


The fvlloving general council was 
elected: Alabama, D. S. Troy; Arkansas, 
M. M. Cohn; California, James A. Gibson; 
Colorado, Cass C. Herrington; Connecti- 
cut, Morris F. Tyler; Delaware, Ignatius 
C. Grubb; District of Columbia, Henry 
Wise Garnett; Florida, R. W. Williams; 
Georgia, P. W. Meldrum; Idaho, H. Stu- 
art Gregory; Illinois, Henry Wade Rog- 
ers; Indiana, R. S. Taylor; Iowa, A. J. Mc- 
Crary; Kansas, John D. Milliken; Ken- 
tucky, Helm Bruce; Louisiana, William 
Wirt Howe; Massachusetts, Leonard A. 
Jones, chairman; Maine, C. F. Libby; 
Maryland, J. T. Mason; Michigan, George 
P. Wanty; Minnesota, Ralph Wheeler; 
Mississippi, R. H. Thompson; Missouri, 
Charles Claflin Allen; Montana, Wilbur 
F. Sanders; Nebraska, J. W. Woolworth; 
New Hampshire, Jos. W. Fellows; Néw 
Jersey, R. Wayne Parker; New York, W. 
H. Robertson; North Carolina, John F. 
Bridgers; North Dakota, Burke Corbet; 
Ohio, Samuel F. Hunt; Oregon, Charles 
H. Carey; Pennsylvania, Walter George 
Smith; Rhode Island, Amasa M. Eaton; 
South Carolina, C. S. Nettles; South Da- 
kota, J. W. Wright; Tennessee, J. M. 
Dickinson; Texas, J. Z. H. Scott; Ver- 
mont, S. C. Shurtleff; Virginia, James 


Francis Rawle, Philadel- 





Lyons; Washington, Chas. E. Shepard; 
West Virginia, J. B. Somerville; Wiscon- 
sin, Burr W. Jones; Wyoming, C. N. Pot- 
ter; Oklahoma, H. E. Asp; Indian Ter- 
ritory, J. W. McLoud; Utah, R. B. Shep- 


ard. 
CALIFORNIA. 


A number of young lawyers and faw 
students of San Francisco have organ- 
ized the Alameda Law Association, in 
order to create a more friendly feeling 
among younger members of the bar 
and those engaged in the study of law. 
The officers for the first year are: Presi- 
dent, F. W. Leavitt; Vice President, A. 
P. Holland; Secretary, Clarence Crowell; 
Treasurer, H. W. Pulcifer; Sergeant-at- 
Arms, W. E. Dean; Executive Commit- - 
tee, George McMillan, Fred Johns and 
E. Coke Hill. 

INDIANA. 

The organization of the State bar asso- 
dation is again being agitated, and it is 
expected that something will now be 
done toward the formation of such a 
worthy institution. Many smaller States 
have organized bar associations, and it 
is time that the attorneys of Indiana 
take immediate and decisive steps in 
this direction. 


MAINE. 


The members of Cumberland County 
Bar Asociation last month tendered a 
eomplimentary picnic to the Justices of 
the Supreme Judicial Court. There was 
a delightful sail to Harpswell, where the 
party formally registered as follows: 
John B. Peters, Chief Justice; Gov. 
Henry B. Cleaves, Thomas B. Haskell, 
A. Wiswell, Sewall C. Strout, William 
P. Whitehouse, justices; Judge Nathan 
Webb, Charles Hamlin, reporter of de- 
cisions; members of the bar, Joseph A. 
Locke, M. P. Frank, Harry R. Virgin, 
W. Edwin Ulmer, Robert T. Whitehouse, 
Leroy L. Hight, George F. Noyes, Will- 
iam C. Eaton, Clarence Hale, Benjamin 
Thompson, Augustus F. Moulton, Seth 
L. Larrabee, D. A. Meaher, P. J. Larra- 
bee, Stephen C. Perry, Joseph B. Reed, 
John B. Kehoe, W. S. Choate, John C. 
Cobb, H. S. Herrick, Lawrence Mass.; 
Frank M. Higgins, Harry M. Verrill, Al- 
bert S. Woodman, H. E. Hamlin, Ells-, 
worth; Llewellyn Barten, Levi Turner. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The excursion of the Bristol County 
Bar Association occurred a month ago, 
the party numbering about seventy-five. 
Hitherto the annual outing of t.he law- 
yers has been made under the auspices 
of one of the local bar associations, more 
recently that of Fall River, personal in- 
vitations being sent to lawyers outside 
the city from which the excursion was 
made. This trip was the first under the 
auspices of the county association, and 
it is planned to continue it as an annual 
event. 


MISSOURI. 


The Missouri Bar Association on Aug. 
27 and 28 held its fifteenth annual 
meeting at Springfield. The meeting 
was one of the most important and in- 
teresting in its history. The following 
officers were chosen: President, W. C. 
Marshall of St. Louis; Treasurer, W. B. 
Teasdale of Kansas City; Executive 
Committee, H. C. McDougal of Kansas 
City, Gen. 'B. G. Boone of Clinton, G. M. 
Sebree of Springfield; Secretary, Selden 
P. Spencer of St. Louis. A committee 
was appointed to revise the constitution. 
The report of the Committee on Statu- 
tory Amendments, which asked for 
amendments which would prevent delay 
in criminal cases, brought out a long 
discussion. The report was finally 
adopted. A motion to indorse the fel- 
low-servant law was discussed and was 
finally tabied. The report of Judge C. 
L. Dobson, chairman of the Committee 
on Jurisprudence and Law Reform, was 
read by C. S. Palmer, Judge Dobson be- 
ing absent. The report recommended a 
more thorough codification of ‘the laws of 
Missouri. Treasurer Martin reported a 
balance on hand of $191.67. There was 
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@ banauet on the last night, which was 
very well attended. The next meeting 
will be held between Dec. 15 and Jan. 15. 


MONTANA. 


The attorneys ‘of Butte City are be- 
ginning to realize the necessity of a 
bar association, and it is probable that 
steps’ will be taken shortly towards the 
formation of such an institution. 


NEW YORK. 


The members of the bar of Steuben 
County are arranging to form a bar as- 
sociation. A meeting will be called in the 
early part of the month. 


OHIO. 


The Lawyers’ Club organized by the 
ciass of '95 of the Cincinnati Law School 
has adopted a constitution and by-laws. 
At the last meeting the name of “The 
Rufus King Law Society” was agreed 
upon. The following are the officers as 
chosen for the remainder of the year: 
Herman Steinberg, president; George H. 
Morgan, vice-president; J. A. Rogers, 
secretary; A. L. Fogg, treasurer; Wm. 
E. Beall, Herman Steinberg and Wm. J. 
Kerin, Board of Managers. The club 
meets on the first and third Friday 
nights of each month. 


TEXAS. 


On July 31 the fourteenth annual 
meeting of the Texas Bar Association 
convened at Galveston, Tex. 

President i. H. Franklin of San An- 
tonio read his address, in which he com- 
plied with the provisions of the consti- 
tution of the association and communi- 
cated “such noteworthy changes in stat- 
uatory and constitutional law as have 
taken place in the State since the last 
annual meeting. 

After the reading of the address of the 
president the Board of Directors present- 
ed to the association the names of the 
following new members, who were duly 
elected to membership by the associa- 
tion: Judge Don A. Bliss, Sherman; L. 
A. Carlton, Hillsboro; S. J. Brooks, San 
Antonio; F. C. Dillard, Sherman; J. D. 
Dudley, Paris; J. E. Lancaster, Waxa- 
hachie; Perry J. Lewis, San Antonio; 
Philip Lindsey, Dallas; Branch T. Mas- 
térson, Jr., Galveston; James F. Miller, 
Gonzales; E. D. McClellan, Benham; 
Joseph F. Nichols, Greenville; I. M. 
Standifer, Denison; Tom C. Thornton, 
Greenville; W. A. Wurzbach, San An- 
tonio; Joseph Spence, Jr., San Angelo; 
E. C. Branch, Nacodoches; J. A. Har- 
rington, Galveston; Marsene Johnson, 
Galveston; Whitcomb Finley, Galveston; 
Edgar Watkins, Galveston. In addition 
to the president’s address the following 
papers were read: “The Coinage Rights 
and Duties of the National Govern- 
ment,”’ by ex-Gov. O. M. Roberts; “Re- 
forms in Criminal Procedure,” by Judge 
H. Teichmueller; ‘“‘Texas Pleading,” by 
Judge Geo. W. Davis; “Administration 
of Community Property by the Survi- 
vor,” by John G. Tod; “Assignments for 
the Benefit of Creditors and Trust 
Deeds,” by W. H. Clark. Judge Teich- 
mueller in his paper recommended that 
the law be changed so that the State 
might have an appeal in criminal cases. 
This change was regarded as too radi- 
cal by the association, as was shown by 
short addresses by different members. 
The Committee on Deceased Members 
reported that there had been no death of 
a member since last meeting. New offi- 
cers were elected as follows: President, 
William L. Prather, Waco; vice-presi- 
dent, W. H. Clark, Dallas; secretary, 
Charles S. Morse, Austin; treasurer, 
William D. Williams, Fort Worth. T. H. 
Franklin, San Antonio; T. F. Harwood, 
Gonzales, and T. S. Henderson, Cameron, 
were elected as delegates to the Ameri- 
can Bar Association. The association ad- 
journed to meet at Galveston the last 
Wednesday in July, 1896 


VIRGINIA. 


The Virginia Bar Association, at its 
an:jal meeting last mouth, elected the 








folk wing, officers for the ensving 'o:m 
President, Robert W. Hughes of Nor- 
fo'<; Vice-President, George Perkins of 


. Charlottesville; R. L. Parrish of Coving- 


ler hi. R. Miller of Danville; Wm. B. 
Taliafei:c of Gloucs “er, and 8. C. trra- 
ham of Tazewell; Secretary and Treas- 
urer, Jackson Guy of Richmond; mem- 
bers of the Executive Committee, John 
G. Williams of Orange and Thomas D. 
Ransom of Staunton. Delegates to the 
American Bar Association: John Pick- 
rell and B. B. Munford of Richmond, 
and James Bumgardner, Jr., of Staunton. 
The annual address was (delivered by 
Judge Roger A. Pryor of New York, 
whose theme was “The Influence of Vir- 
ginia in the Formation of the Federal 
Constitution.’* The session closed with a 
banquet participated in by a company of 


300. Capt. Charles M. Blackford of 
Lynchburg, the retiring president, was 
toastmaster. First on the programme 


was a silent toast drunk to the memory 
of the late John B. Minor, professor of 
law at the University of Virginia and the 
illustrious father of the Bar Association, 
which was organized here eight years 
ago; the late F. H. McGuire and H. E. 
Jackson, late Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. This was 
followed by H. Montague of Danville, 
who discussed the “Sovereign Law.” 
“The Young Bar of Virginia’ was re- 
sponded to by Mr. Francis Rives Lassi- 
ter of Petersburg. Judge Newman of 
Georgia spoke on “The Federal Judiciary 
of the South.” He was followed by 
Major Lloyd of Cincinnati, Ohio, who re- 
plied to the toast: “The Northern Bar 
Gallant Enemies in War, Firm Friends 
in Peace.”” Major Hemphill of South 
Carolina spoke of “South Carolina, Our 
Sister State.”” “The Lawyers the Guar- 
dians of the People’’ was responded to 
by Wm. A. Glasgow of Roanoke, while 
the last toast of the evening, “The Good 
Fellowships of the Profession,’ was re- 
sponded to by Major Charles S. String- 
fellow of Richmond. 


WASHINGTON. 


The State Bar Association, at its an- 
nual meeting held recently, at Spokane, 
selected Tacoma as the place for holding 
its next annual meeting, and elected the 
following officers for the ensuing year: 


President, Charles 8S. Fogg of Tacoma; 
First Vice-President, Hatold Preston of 


Seattle: Second Vice-President, George 
Turner of Spokane; Third Vice-Presi- 
dent, R. .. Bonney of South Bend; Sec- 


retary, Nathan S. Porter of Olympia, re- 
elected; Treasurer, J. B. Howe of Seat- 
tle, re-elected. President Foster an- 
nounced the following standing commit- 
tees for the ensuing year: Jurisprudence 
and Law Reform—George Turner, Spo- 
kane; J. A. Shackleford, Tacoma; Ira 
Mount, Sprague; R. A. Ballenger, Port 
Townsend; John B. Allen, Seattle. Ju- 
dicial Administration and Remedial Pro- 


cedure—C. E. Hughes, Seattle; P. C. 
Sullivan, Tacoma; R. B. Milroy, North 
Yakima; W. H. Hoyt, Seattle. Legal 


Admission and Education to the Bar— 
F. T. Post, Spokane; John P.- Hoyt, Seat- 
tle; C. H. Ayer, Olympia; J. B. Howe, 
Seattle. Commercial Law—S. R. Stern, 
Spokane; Thomas Carroll, Tacoma; J. B. 
Reavis, North Yakima; J. G. McClinton, 
Port Angeles. Uniformity of State Law 
—E. W. Taylor, Tacoma; John Arthur, 
Seattle; S. J. Chadwick, Colfax; W. J. C. 
Wakefield, Spokane. Publications—Na- 
than S. Porter, Olympia; B. W. Coiner, 
Tacoma; R. S. Jones, Seattle; F. A. 
Brown, Tacoma; W. C. Jones, Spokane. 
Gridvances—©. O. Bates, Tacoma; Har- 
rold Preston, Seattle; T. N. Allen, Olym- 
pia; J. Z. Moore, Spokane. Obituaries— 
N. S. Porter, Olympia; R. K. Boney, 
South Bend; R. W. Nezum, Spokane. 
Thomas R. Shepard of Seattle, George 
M. Foster of Spokane and Judge Parker 
of Tacoma were elected as delegates to 
the next meeting of the American Bar 
Association. 
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Where on are— What they are doing— What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


New Haven, Conn.—Howard E. Webb, 
a graduate of the Yale Law School, has 
given up journalism and will hereafter 
be identified with the legal profession. 
He enters the office of Case, Ely & Case. 


Augusta, Me.—F. E. Southard has sold 
out his practice here to Messrs. William- 
son & Burleigh, and will immediately be 
gin practice at Boston, Mass. 

Boston, Mass.—Fred C. Chamberlain 
has returned to this city, and will enter 
into active practice. 


Boston, Mass.—F. E. Southard, a well- 
known attorney of Augusta, Me., has lo- 
cated in this city, and will immediately 
enter into active practice. 

Boston, Mass.—United States District- 
Attorney Sherman Hoar and his brother, 
Samuel Hoar. have formed a partnership 
under the name of Hoar & Hoar. 

Boston,. Mass.—A. C. Burnett, long as- 
sociated with E. C. Kennedy of Su- 
perior, Wis., has located here and is 
attorney for the banking firm of E. H. 
Gay & Co. 


Boston, Mass.—W. P. Foster, formerly 
of Bar Harbor, Me., has entered into 
partnership with L. Guy Dennett. The 
firm name is Foster & Dennett, and the 
offices in the Adams Building. 


Haverhill, Mass.—E. L. Packard of 
Stoneham will soon enter into practice 
here. 

Westfield, Mass.—P. J. Garvey of Hol- 
yoke has decided to locate in this town 
and will immediately begin practice. 

Worcester, Mass.—Philip J. O'Connell, 
a recent graduate, has opened an office 
in the Walker Building. 

Concord, N. H.—The following candi- 
dates passed successful examinations 
and were admitted to practice upon the 
coming in of the Supreme Court last 
month: H. E. Andrews and Annie E. 
Bersvert, Manchester; A. L. Chamber- 
lin, Lebanon; W. T. Gunnison, Milford; 
G. H. Hitchcock, Hanover; E. L. Kit- 
tridge. Milford: G. A. Wagner, Man- 
chester. 

Lancaster, N. H.—A. G. Fay of this 
city, and formerly of Montpelier, Vt. 
will soon return to that State, locating 
at Barre. 


Pawtucket, R. I1—Thomas F. Vance, 
recently admitted to practice, has onened 
an office here. ; 
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Previdence, R. I.—The following have 
peen idmitted to practice: W. J. Cro- 
nin, John E. Canning, John P. Beagan, 
Thomas A. Carroll, Thomas F. Vance, 
John F. Byrne, William F. Barry, P. 
Henry Quinn and Thomas W. Gilchrist. 
Frank L. Hinckley, Herbert A. Rice and 
w. J. Brown also passed the examina- 
tion, but have not been sworn in. 

Barre, Vt.—A. G. Fay, formerly of 
Montpelier, and later of Lancaster, N. 
H., has made arrangements for hig re- 
moval to Barre. 

Springfield, Vt.—E. B. Flinn of St. Al- 
bans intends removing to this town, 
where he will be associated with A. M. 
Allbe. 


—- +. —__—_. 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Corning, N. Y.—J. O. Sebring of Ham- 
mondsport has removed from that town 
and opened an office in the Howell Build- 
ing in this city. 

Gloversville, N. Y.—The firm of Spencer 
& Banker has been dissolved by mutual 
consent. The members will continue sep- 
arately the practice of their profession. 

Little Falls, N. Y¥.—George O'Connor 
last month withdrew from the firm of 
McEvoy & O'Connor, and will hereafter 
practice independently. 

New York, N. Y¥.—The firm of Morse, 
Livermore & Griffin of 10 Wall street, 
composed of Waldo G. Morse, Arthur J. 
Livermore and Charles L. Griffin, has 
been dissolved. Mr. Morse and Mr. 
Gr.ffin retain the offices of the firm, con- 
tinuing their practice under the name of 
Morse & Griffin Mr. Livermore has 
taken another office in the same building. 

Dr. William J. O'Sullivan, the med co- 
legal expert, has become a member of 
the firm of Chandler & Johnson of 27 and 
29 Pine street. 

Norristown, Pa. 
and Henry R. 


—Charies Huns:cker 
Brown form a new and 
particulariy strong combination here. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—The marriage of Ralph 
E. Tannehill to Miss May Kely is re- 
ported. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—A bold daylight rob- 
bery took place in the office of Messrs. 
Hughey & Bennett a month ago. It is 
reported that while valuable papers 
were stolen, jewels were left intact. 


Reading, Pa.—A new firm here is com- 
posed of W.lliam J. Rourke and Harvey 
F. Heinly. 


Scottdale, Pa.—Will Ulery has opened 
an office at this point. 
Washington, D. C.—Thomas M. Fields 


of this city has made an assignment for 
the benefit of creditors. 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Alton, Ill.—William L. Murfree of this 
city has been made dean of the law 
school of the University of Colorado. 


Chicago, Ill.—E. J. Frankhauser of 
Hillsboro, Mich., will scon remove to 
this city and enter into active practice. 
Decatur, Ill.—Will W. Whitfield of Sul- 
livan and J. L. Deck of Roodhouse, both 
recent graduates, have formed a part- 
nership, and will soon open an office in 
this city. 

Macomb, Ill.—The partnership of the 
firm of Compton & Tabler has been dis- 
solved, but both former partners will 
continue business in the same office. 
Mount Vernon, Ill.—The following is 
the list of successful candidates for li- 
.cense before the Appellate Court here: 
Thomas S. Apgar, F. J. Bartel, T. H. 
B. Camp, J. W. Creekmur, Lyle Decus, T. 
J. Donovan, George E. Gorman, A. J. 
Grimes, W. E. Hardin, J. P. Holland, W. 
F. Johnson, Lyman Leeds, George D. 
McCarty, Samuel Myers, G. B. McHugh, 
J. A. Martin, T. C. Robinson, W. W. 
Ramsey, E. T. Schoff, J. F. Sturgeon, B. 
M. Thomas, J. W. Tweed, A. L. Wilson, 
7c Wenzer, J. P. Young, Margaret T. 

° 





| son, Alex. Wilson and Kunze H. 


| formed a partnership at 
opened offices in the Indiana Trust Build- 


| offices here this month. 


| & Day has been reorganized, 


| Seney’s 


| Gilbert has been dissolved by 


Schutt, H. S. Burgess, G. A. Cooke, W. 
N. Cothrell, Charles Durlick, Eugene 
Hale, A. W. Hutchings, 8S. A. Hubbard, 
R. J. Kassoman, L. N. Levy, R. B. Mar- 
tin, J. M. Manley, Smith Misner, Douglass 
Patterson, D. R. Rose, John C. Stevens, 
James E. Stule, L. E. Schaeffer, H. E. 
Schaumeffel, C. E. Velander, J. P. Whit- 
Max. 
Indianapolis, Ind. — Alonzo Greene 
Smith, late Attorney-General! of Indiana, 
and Charles A. Korbly of the Jefferson 
County bar, announce that they have 
this city and 


ing, rooms 602, 604 and 606, 
firm name of Smith & Korbly. 

South Bend, Ind.—C. P. DuComb of 
Bloomington has decided to locate here 
and has opened an office. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—Frank S. Rawley of 
Greencastle will be agssoc:ated with 
Messrs. Faris & Hamil of this city. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—Alvin Higgins has 
withdrawn from the firm of Stimson, 
Stimson & Higgins. He has established 
an office at 404%, Wabash avenue. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—Two promising 
young attorneys here, S. A. Hughes and 
Duff Caldwell, have combined under the 
firm title of Hughes & Caldwell. 

Creston, Ia.—It is reported that E. H. 
Wright of Afton and Frank Wisdom of 
Lorimor, have effected a partnership, and 
will open an office in this city in the 
Davenport-Fuller block. 

Des Moines, Ia.—Will Bremner has re- 
moved from Marshalltown to this city, 
where he will reside permanently. His 
partner will be R. A. Shular. 

S'oux City, Ia.—Messrs. Roberts & Rob- 
erts are establishing an office in Kansas 
City, where they are now located. 

Detroit, Mich—M. J. Lehman has 
openeé an office in the Hammond Build- 
ing. He still retains his practice at Ann 
Arbor. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—The dissolution 
of the firm of Fallas & Swartout is 1e- 
ported. 

Ionia, Mich.—Charles P. 
Murphy and Alfred R. 
formed a copartnership, 


under the 


Locke, 
Locke 
and 


E. A. 
have 
will open 


Lansing, Mich.—The firm of Smith, Lee 
and will be 
continued under the title of Smith & 
Lee. 

Menominee, Mich.—A new and prom- 
ising firm here is composed of Messrs. 
Spencer and Salisbury. 

Bucyrus, Ohio.—Hon. F. S. Monnet. 
has formed a partnership with James H. 
Harter, under the title of Monnett & 
Harter. 

Canton, Ohio.—Messrs. Sandals 
Nutt are no longer in partnership. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—C. F. Adams of this 
city has removed to Niles, where he has 
already begun practice. 

Kenton, Ohio.—Judge Henry W. Seney 
of the Circuit Court has forwarded his 
res'gnation to the Governor. It is Mr. 
intention to remove to Toledo 
to engage in practice, making a specialty 
of corporation law. 

Mansfield, Ohio.—Judge J. W. Jenner 
of the Circuit Court“has announced his 
intention of retiring from the bench. He 
will resume practice in partnership with 
Jenner & Weldon, the firm to be known 
as Jenner, Jenner & Weldon. 

Niles, Ohio.—C. F. Adams of Cleveland 
has moved to this town and opened an 


and 


office in the Reeves block. 


Piqua, Oho.—The firm of Byrkett & 
mutual 
consent. 

Toledo, Ohio.—I. N. Huntsberger of this 
city has been tendered a professorship 
in the law department of the University 
of Michigan. 


Chippewa Falls, Wis.—R. D. Marshall 
of this town has been appointed to the 
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Supreme bench of the State, succeedin= 
the late Harlow S. Orton. 

Eau Clare, Wis.—John P. Gunn of this 
city has decided to change his address 
to Chatfield, Minn., to which town he 
will soon remove. 

Janesville, Wis.—A new combination 
here, and a stroag one, is that of J. L. 
Mahoney and J. J. Cunningham. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—John H. Heming has 
opened an office in the Pabst Building. 

Sparta, Wis.——H. C. Altizer of Lan- 
caster has located here, where he wll 
begin practice. 

Superior, Wis.—Gov. Upham has ap- 
pointed A. J. Vinje of this city to the 
vacancy on the bench in the Eleventh 
Circuit created by the promotion of 
Judge Marshall to the Supreme bench. 


Ee Ses 
SOUTHERN STATES. 


Baltimore, Md.—Gov. Brown has ap 
pointed Robert H. Gordon of Cumber- 
land associate judge of the Fourth Judi- 
cial District, to succeed the late Judge 
Henry W. Hoffman. 


Fort Worth. Texas.—George Wray, a 
rising young attorney of this city, was 
married to Miss B. Cuney of Houston on 
the 19th ult. 


——_—_ + 
WESTERN STATES 


Atchison, Kan.—J. T. Allensworth, an 
attorney of this city, has decided to enter 
the ministry, and will, of course, give up 
practicing. 

Lawrence, Kan.—W. H. Winters and 
M. A. Gorrill have combined under the 
title of Winters & Gorrili, and _pur- 
chased the law office of J. A. Flint. 
They will immediately enter into prac- 
tice. 

Topeka, Kan.—D. R. Hite has formed 
a partnership with R. B. Welch and 
Henry Keeler. The new firm will be 
called Keeler, Welch & Hite. 


Anoka, Minn.—Giddings & Pratt is the 
title of a new firm here. The members 
are Arthur E. G:ddings and Albert F. 
Pratt. 


Chatfield, Minn.—John P. Gunn of Eau 
Clare has made arrangements by which 
he will soon locate at this point. 


Duluth, Minn.;Judge Charles L. 
Lewis of the Eleventh Judicial. District 
of Minnesota has forwarded his resigna- 
tion to Gov. Clough, to take effect Sept. 
1. Judge Lewis has been on the bench 
about two years and retires to resume 
the practice of law. 


Mankato, Minn.—George H. Fleteher 
and. Benjamin Taylor of Minneapolis 
will, this month, open an office at this 
point. The former will continue his con- 
— with the Minneapolis firm of 

Fietcher, Cairns & Rockwood, and Mr. 
Taylor will be the resident memter. 

Red Wirg, Minn.—O. W. Hall, ex-Con- 
gressman, will again enter practice, and 
has hung out his shingle at this point. 
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Independence, Mo.—J. Allen Prewitt 
has associated with him for practice S. 
Hilt of Puckner. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Messrs. Roberts & 
Roberts have moved from Sioux City, 
Ia., to this city. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Thomas F. Gatts 
has associated with him Floyd E. 
Schooley. They have opened an office 
in the New York Life Building, under 
the title of Gatts & Schooley. 

Mountain Grove, Mo.—Capt. James P. 
Bates of Springfield will begin practice at 
this point at an early date. 


Springfield, Mo.—R. V. Bowden -has 
formed a partnership with T. W. Silvers, 
under the firm name of Silvers & Bow- 
den. Mr. Silvers is from Butler, Mo. 

Sioux Falls, S. D.—Messrs. Bailey & 
Voorhees have now associated with 
them Hon. Frank R. Aikens, late of the 
Supreme Court of Dakota, and the firm 
title is now Aikens, Bailey & Voorhees. 


—————— 
PACIFIC STATES. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—Theodore S. Shaw 
has been admitted to practice in the 
United States Court. 

Oakland, Cal.—W. A. Fine is now as- 
sociated with the firm of Harris & Hess 
of San Francisco. The title of the new 
firm is Harris, Fine & Hess, and Mr. 
Fine will be the representative for this 
city. 

San Francisco, Cal.—The well-known 
firm of Fox, Kellogg & Gray has been dis- 
solved by the withdrawal of Mr. M. B. 
Kellogg. The extensive collection de- 
partment and business connected there- 
with will be carried on by the new firm 
of Fox & Gray. Mr. Kellogg will con- 
tinue independently, with an office in the 
Pacific Mutual Building. 

Seattle, Wash.—Burton E. Bennett of 
this city has been appeinted United 
States Attorney for Alaska. * 

Seattle, Wash.—The Aberdeen firm of 
Hogan & McGerry, consisting of John C. 
Hogan and W. B. McGerry, has opened 
an office in the Bailey building, this city. 
Messrs. Hogan & McGerry have been en- 
gaged in practice at Aberdeen for 
five years, and come here to seek a wider 
field. : 

Tacoma, Wash.—Theodore L. Stiles, 
the well-known lawyer, has been ap- 
pointed to the Superior Court bench, suc- 
ceeding Judge Pritchard, who retires to 
resume practice. 

—_——_——_~+e — 


CANADA. 


Windsor, Ont.—C. P. R. Gundy has 
been admitted as a partner in the firm 
of Clarke, Bartlet & Bartlet. His name 
is added to the old firm title. 

Windsor, Ont.—A new firm here is 
composed of A. L. Lafferty of this town 
and F. A. Davis of Ayimer, 

Montreal, Que.—Hon. A. R. Angers of 
Ottawa is making arrangements to 
move to this city, and will practice here. 

EP - ae 


NEWS ITEMS. 


T. Dabney Marshall, a lawyer and 
member of the State Legislature from 
Vicksburg, Miss., and two of his friends 
shot and killed R. T. Dinkins, agent of 
the Austin Road Machine Company, at 
Brandon, early last month. The cause 
of the killing is a sensational story told 
about Marshall by Dinkins, in which the 
former was accused of a serious crime. 


A recovery of six cents on a claim of 
$300.000 is allowed by the Master’s re- 





port, as a result of nearly three years’ 
litigation by the West Publishing Com- 
pany against the Lawyers’ Co-operative 
Publishing Company for infringement 
by volume 7 of the latter’s General Di- 
gest of the copyright of the National 
Reporter System. An inteflocutory de- 
cree. filed last November, granted an 
injunction against about 300 only out of 
about 38,000 paragraphs—or about four- 
fifths of 1 ver cent. of the paragraphs in 
the volume. These had, in fact, been 
eliminated from the book early in the 
suit. The West Company began the liti- 
gation with Messrs. Countryman & 
Dubois of Albany as its attorneys. 
They were succeeded by Rowland Cox 
of New York, and he in turn by W. F. 
Randel of New York. For the Co- 
Operative Company appeared Mr. W. F. 
Cogswell of Rochester. 


The new House of Commons in Eng- 
land contains an unusually large num- 
ber of lawyers. One hundred and fifty of 
the members, nearly one-fourth of the 
whole body, are members of the legal pro- 
fession. There has always been a large 
proportion of members of the bar in the 
Congress of the United States, and in 
the Legislature of the States. Thirty- 
three of the 128 members of the New 
York Assembly last year were lawyers. 
The British House of Commons always 
contains many members not engaged in 
business or professions, while in this 
country almost every legislator has a re- 
corded occupation. The presence of so 
many lawyers in the new House of Com- 
mons consequently indicates a larger pro- 
portion than in this country of members 
of the legal profession, as compared with 
those engaged in any other single occupa- 
tion. It is not surprising that com- 
plaints are sometimes made of the exces- 
sive influence of lawyers in the lower 
house of the British Parliament. 


The formation of a society for the study 
of comparative legislation in the United 
States and the several parts of the Brit- 
ish Empire has led many lawyers to 
consider anew the disadvantages of the 
present want of uniformity. In Canada 
there is a strong appeal for change that 
will assimilate the laws in the various 
provinces. Quebec has an entirely dif- 
ferent system of law from that in any 
other province of the Dominion of 
Canada. Quebec lawyers who desire to 
practice in any other province find great 
difficulty in gaining knowledge of the 
practice. The influence of the French- 
speaking population in Quebec is still so 
strong that some of the cases in the 
courts are reported in French and others 
in English. Other provinces of the Do- 
minion have some _ differences among 
themselves as to procedure, but the gen- 
eral system of law is not greatly dissimi- 
lar, except in the province of Quebec. 
The movement in the United States has 
received an impetus through the work of 
the Commissioners on Uniform Legisla- 
tion appointed by many individual States. 
Several improvements have already been 
made in the statutes of some of the 
States, bringing them into uniformity on 
matters of commercial law, on which 
there was formerly great variety of leg- 
islation. The abolition of days of grace 
in this State is one of the changes made 
under the influence of the Commissioners, 
who desire to promote uniformity in 
State laws. 





om — 
Commercial Lawyers at Detroit. 


Commercial lawyers, managers of col- 
lection agencies and credit men from all 
over the United States began to arrive 
in Detroit Aug. 12 to attend the conven- 





tion called for the following day. Many 
ladies also were on hand. Headquarters 
were at the Hotel Cadillac, which is ad- 
mirably adapted for a convention. 

About 400 delegates assembled in the 
ordinary of the hotel at 10 o’clock on 
the morning of Tuesday, Aug. 13. The 
gathering was the result of the efforts of 
W. C. Sprague and J. Cotner, Jr., of the 
Collector and Commercial Lawyer, De- 
tioit, and George 8S., Hull of Buffalo. 
The convention was called to order by 

orge S. Hull of Buffalo, and W. C 
Sprague of Detroit was elected chair- 
men and E. C. Ferguson secretary of 
the temporary organization. E. W. Pen- 
dleton, secretary of the Detroit Bar As- 
sociation. then delivered a fitting ad- 
dress of welcome. In a stirring speech 
Judge J. W. Donovan of Detroit wel- 
comed the lawyers on behalf of the 
Bench. E. W. Sumerwell of New York 
city made an appropriate response and 
then read some resolutions of greeting 
from the N. Y. C. M. A. 


A committee on permanent organiza- 
tion recommended W. C. Sprague, chair- 
man; vice-presidents, one from each 
State; secretaries, George 8S. Hull and 
Joseph M. Wolfson permanent officers 
of the convention, and the report was 
unanimously adopted. The report alsu 
provided for various committees, the 
most important of which was a commit- 
tee of five to report on the matter of a 
permanent organization of the commer- 
cial lawyers of the United States. Sev- 
eral papers were read, when adjourn- 
ment was taken until the afternoon. 
On assembling for the afternoon ses- 
sion Chairman Sprague repsonded to 
the honors that had been conferred 
upon him, when E. M. Bartiett of Omua- 
ha, on behalf of Fox, Kellogg & Gray 
of San Francisco, presented the conven- 
tion with a magnificent gavel, which 
Harry Keeler of Cleveland, in behalf of 
the convention, accepted in a happy re- 
sponse. The session was devoted largely 
to the reading of papers, with discussion 
thereon, and some routine business. In 
the evening a reception and Collation 
were given by Meeers. Sprague & Catner 
at their elegant offices in the Telephone 
Building. 

The meeting the second day was again 
given largely to the reading of papers 
and discussion, while several committees 
held lively sessions. Much antagonism 
developed between some of the commer 
cial lawyers, and the collecting and re 
porting agencies, the former being in- 
clined to form a national association to 
which only regular lawyers would be 
eligible as members. In the evening a 
boat ride up the river, tendered by the 
proprietors of the Collector and Commer- 
cial Lawyer, was an enjoyable affair, 
and gave the opposing factions a chance 
to cool off. 


The closing session on the third and 
last day was a stormy one, and lasted 
until nearly 7 o’clock in the evening. 
At the morning session, after the read- 
ing of several papers, a grand row was 
started when the report of the commit- 
tee on permanent organization, with a 
minority report, was presented, as the 
latter limited membership to the pro- 
posed national association to reputable 
lawyers only. A dozen excited men 
were on their feet at once, each claim 
ing recognition, and for a short time the 
convention was in an uproar, in the 
midst of which an adjournment was 
taken until afternoon. Upon assembling 
for the afternoon, E. F. Florence in the 
chair, W. C. Sprague created a sensa- 
tion by introducing a resolution to the 


- effect that the convention undertake 


no permanent organization, but content — 
itself with annual meetings, his object 
being simply to pour oil on trobled 
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. 
waters. believing organization inadvis- 
able in view of so much lack of harmony. 
Warm speeches were made for and 
against the resolution, which was voted 
down bv the narrow majority of six 
votes. The majority report of the com- 
mittee on permanent organization was 
then taken up, and it created another 
spirited and heated discussion, the 
credit and collection men taking excep- 
tion to the title of “The Commercial 
Lawyers’ League of America,” which 
was recommended. Finally, the con- 
ciliatory title of “Commercial Law 
League of America’ was adopted, as alsu 
the remainder of the report making eligi- 
ble to membership any reputable lawyer 
of the United States or Canada, credit 
men, collection managers, agency man- 
agers and publishers of law journals. 
A resolution was also passed making all 
the delegates present at the convention 
charter members, upon conforming to 
the constitution and by-laws. 

The following officers were then elect- 
ed: President, W. C. Sprague, Detroit; 
recording secretary, Joseph M. Wolfson, 
New Orleans; corresponding secretary, 
George S. Hull, Buffalo; treasurer, E. 
W. Sumerwell, New York. A_ vice- 
president from each State represented 
was selected and an executive commit- 
tee of ten. 

Quite a struggle then ensued over the 
claims of different cities as to the next 
place of meeting, and finally Omaha was 
the choice, the date to be determined by 
the Executive Committee. The con- 
vention closed with a splendid banquet 
in the evening at the Hotel Cadillac, 
covers being laid for 200. E. M. Bartlett 
of Omaha acted as toastmaster, and a 
long list of toasts were responded to. 
In responding to an eulogy of the chief 
executive officer, W. C. Sprague, E. C. 
Ferguson of Chicago, in the name of the 
members of the convention, presented 
him with a magnificent solid silver set. 

Over 400 namés were enrolled on the 
register, and great enthusiasm and in- 
terest in the proceedings were manifested 
from the start, and at the close of the 
convention, all differences having been 
adjusted, peace and harmony reigned. 
The Detroit citizens did the proper 
thing at all times to entertain the visit- 
ors, and the meeting will always be re- 
called with pleasure by all who attended. 
The Hotel Cadillac, centrally located, 
and with convenient clubrooms and 
parlors, was an ideal place for the con- 
vention. 

At an early day the American Law- 
yer will publish a more extended re- 
port, with a half-tone supplement of the 
officers and speakers of the convention. 





BOOK REVIEW. 


CASES ON CARRIERS. A Selection of 
Cases on the Law of Carriers uf Goods 
and Passengers. By Emlin McClain, 
Chancellor of Law Department of the 
State University of Iowa. 1894. Pub- 
lished by the author, Iowa City, Iowa. 


This collection of cases published in 
two parts (but initended ultimately for 
permanent binding) is an excellent gath- 
ing and arrangement of the commanding 
cases upon the duties, liabilities and 
privileges of common carriers. They 
were prepared for the use of students 
primarily, and hence appear without head 
note or other indication as to the con- 
clusion reached in the case; an arrange- 
ment which compels the student to 
study the text with care if he would 
be prepared, not only for the examina- 
tions which follow the study of the 





cases, but to apply their doctrines in his 
after practice. In many instances the 
origin of important doctrines is illus- 
trated by the earlier cases, although 
the great bulk of the work rests upon 
comparatively late decisions by which 
the doctrine has been developed. To our 
mind, this course of the editor is to be 
cordially commended, for it has come to 
pass, that with very rare exceptions, 
the law, its reasons, application and 
effect are better stated by jurists of 
later days than it was by those whose 
decisions apear in the earlier volumes of 
law reports. 


The order of arrangement of the cases, 
as appearsin the Analysis, is as follows: 

I. Carriers of Goods, dealing with the 
question generally as to who are public 
or common carriers, delivery and accept- 
ance, duty to serve all, liability for 
damages, limitation for liability, bills 
of lading, delivery by carrier, remedies 
against the carrier and carrier’s compen- 
sation. 

II. Carriers of Passengers, who are 
deemed such carriers, their public call- 
ing, who are deemed passengers, liabil- 
ity of such carriers for injuries to pas- 
sengers, liability for delay, the limita- 
tion of liability, by contract, regula- 
tions, and burden of proof in special 
cases. Each of ‘these divisions and their 
numerous subdivisions is covered by a 
case or cases dealing specifically with 
the various phases of the rights, obli- 
gations and privileges of carriers of 
goods and passengers, which have ever 
arisen in litigation; and where there 
is a well marked conflict of authorities, 
at least one case on each side will be 
found. The author, in view of the pecu- 
liar service for which the book is de- 
signed, is wise in leaving the harmon- 
izing of apparent conflicts, or the de- 
termining of proper doctrines when the 
cases are irreconcilably in conflict, to 
the student and the teacher. We should 
be glad to name specific leading cases 
under certain important topics which ap- 
pear in this volume, but to do so would 
serve no good purpose, and the ground 
can be more justly covered by stating 
as a fact that, while many important 
cases which might properly have been 
given in the work are omitted, there is 
no point of the law upon the subject 
treated which we have been able to dis- 
cover after a most searching investigar 
tion, upon which cases of unquestioned 
authority are not given. The work, 
therefore, is a complete work in its treat- 
ment of subjects, and this is all that is 
necessary for the student. He has no oc- 
casion to require a complete list of cages 
until he is in active practice, and_ by 
that time he will know that a mere mul- 
tiplicity of cases does not, of itself, add 
to the law. Chancellor McClain’s expe 
rience as an instructor befits him espe- 
cially for the selection of cases of value 
in the classroom, and his reputation as 
a legal scholar is an ample guaranty 
that a wise judgment has been made in 
the measure of attention given each 
topic. 





THE ENCYCLOPAEDIA OF PLEAD- 
ING AND PRACTICE, Under ithe 
Codes and Practice Acts, at Common 
Law, in Equity and in Criminal Cases. 
Compiled under the editorial supervi- 
sion of William M. MeKinney. Vol. 
II, pp. 1168, 1895. Northport, Long 
Island, N. Y. Edward Thompson 
Company, Law Publishers. 

The second volume of this encyclopae- 
dia is at hand. It will be remembered 
that in our issue of May last, in 





connection with our notice of the first 
volume of this encyclopaedia, we ex- 
amined with considerable detail ihe need 
which exists for some work which shall 
accurately and thoroughly collect the de- 
cisions of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence 
bearing upon legal practice and proced- 
ure. It is unnecessary at this time to 
dwell further upon the importance of 
such a work. The question now is, how 
far will this encyclopaedia supply the 
present admitted lack in our legal liter- 
ature? And this is a question which can 
only be answered as the volumes shall 
successively appear. With a view of 
forming an accurate judgment as to how 
far the work is likely to meet the de- 
mand of the times and fulfill «he require- 
ments, which we have often before enu- 
merated, we have examined with great 
care the several leading articles in each 
volume now published, not alone with 
reference to the text, but as well with 
reference to the method of scientific and 
mechanical arrangement, and we are 
frank to say that there is no other single 
work which treats the main subject thus 
far covered in these volumes with the 
succinctness, exactness and the exhaust- 
ive citation of unquestioned authority as 
the work now under consideration. Space 
will not permit of the detailed mention 
of the several articles in these volumes 
which their merits deserve. As indica- 
tive of the character of each, however, 
we desire to call attention to the first 
article in Volume II, upon Appeals. 

This article covers 587 pages of the en- 
cyclopaedia, which, under the system of 
ecndensation of matter peculiar to this 
wcrk, makes it equivalent to at least 
1,500 pages of the ordinary old-style 
text-book matter. Not only this, but the 
subject of appeal bonds has already 
been treated in Volume I, and the pres- 
ent article does not include assignment 
of error, bills of exception, case made on . 
appeal, certified cases, costs of appeal, 
exceptions and objections nor writs of 
error, each of which under its proper 
title will be treated independently. With 
this elimination of the matter that is 
ordinarily and might justly be treated 
under the general topic of appeals, the 
opportunity of thorough treatment in 
detail of the various questions which re- 
late solely to the single items of appeal 
is apparent. 

The scope of the article includes the 
general principles of appellate proced- 
ure applicable to statutory appeals, and 
the author treats his subject as fol- 
lows: 
1,“General Principles of Appellate Juris- 
diction,” including the creation of courts 
of last resort, rights of appeal, meth- 
ods of review, jurisdictional questions 
and inter nediate appellate courts; 2, 
“Appeal Judgments and Orders,” under 
which is treated final judgments and 
orders, appeal in equitable cases, inter- 
locutory decisions, judgments and or 
ders of dismissil, decisions affecting 
pleadings, provisional remedies and de- 
cisions in special proceedings of various 
kinds; 3, “Parties to Appellate Proceed- 
ings,” dealing with the questions as 
to who may appeal and who must be 
joined in appeals, appealable interest 
and the subsequent conveyance thereof, 
waiver of right of appeal, joint parties, 
and substituted parties; 4, “Formal Re- 
quests to Transfer of Cause,” includ- 
ing the prayer for appeal, certificate, 
appellate process, affidavit, time for tak- 
ing appeal, the transcript, payment of 
fees, docketing and entry; 5, “Effect of 
Appeal,” by writ of error, under code 
and other statutory procedure, transfer 
of jurisdiction, interlocutory and irregu- 
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lar appeals, stay of proceedings, and 
appeal by a portion of co-defendants; 6, 
“Dismissal of Appeal,” giving the 
grounds of the motion, when the court 
may proceed on its own motion, exami- 
nation of merits on the motion, and the 
scope of ‘the inquiry, when and by whom 
the motion must be made, and the effect 
of dismissal; 7, “Successive Appeals,” in- 
cluding witidrawal of first appeal; 8, 
“Reinstatement;” 9, “Examination of the 
Case on Appeal,” reviewing the scope 
of review, stare decisis, on motion for 


a rehearing, examination of questions” 


of fact and kindred matters; 10, “Review 
of Exercise of Discretionary Power;’’ 11, 
“Presumptions on Appeal,” as to rec- 
ord and proceedings, omission of evi- 
dence, rulings, motions, orders, jurisdic- 
tion of court and of person, juries, par 
ties, as to pleadings, evidence, instruc- 
tions,findings, verdicts, etc.; 12,“‘Reversi- 
ble Error,” its essentials, errors not avail- 

‘able on appeal, errors in judgment, on 
the trial, in pleadings, affecting evidence, 
findings, verdict, etc., etc. 

In this synoptical resume of this im- 
portant article we have by no means 
mentioned every special topic which is 
treated, but have designed and at- 
tempted simply to give a glimpse of 
the character of the work, in method 
and in substance, of what is by far the 
most important, as it the most extensive, 
article which has yet appeared in this 
work. That the article might be im- 
proved in some of its minor features 
will undoubtedly be readily admitted by 
both the editor and the publishers; but 
that, with every lack which an exact- 
ing criticism might discern, it is the 
most practical and complete treatment 
of the single question of Appeals yet 
submitted to the profession cannot be 
questioned. 

In the two volumes before us, thirty- 
seven different titles are covered, twenty~ 
six in the first, running from Abatement 
in Pleading to Appeal Bonds, and eleven 
in the second, running from Appeals to 
Assumpsit. The commendation which 
has been expressed upon the arrange- 
ment of the article above outlined is 
justly due each one of the thirty-seven 
articles thus far covered. This is, of 
course, largely due to the excellent work 
of the editor, who has rigidly held each 
contributor as nearly as possible to a 
uniform style. There is nothing in legal 
literature to-day which approaches the 
completeness and accuracy with which 
the immense mass of decisions, statutes 
and rules that govern Pleading and 
Practice have been arranged and digested 
in this work. This is high praise, and 
is given without qualification, but the 
most critical examination, if inspired by 
a desire to be impartial in judgment, 
cannot fail of a hearty assent to these 
views. 





RAPALJE AND MACK’S DIGEST OF 
RAILIWAY LAW. Embracing all the 
cases from the earliest period of rail- 
way litigation to the present time in 
the United States. England and Can- 
ada, by Stewart Rapalje and William 
Mack. Vols. I and II. Edward 
Thompson Co., Northport, N. Y. 

The appearance of the second volume of 
Rapalje and Mack’s “Digest of Railway 
Law” again calls the attention of 
the profession to the necessity and im- 
portance of such a work at the present 
time. The enormous amount of case law 
which is coming from our courts of last 
resort is making the work of the brief 
maker constantly more and more labo- 
rious. Any well-prepared digest of the 
decisions on a special branch of the law 
must do much to lighten the labors of 
attorneys engaged in that line of litiga- 
tion. To understand the necessity for a 
work of this kind it need only be re- 
marked that nearly, if not quite two- 
thirds of the railway decisions now to be 
found in our published reports lie buried 
in a mass of other cases in our general 
digests, never having found their way 
into a separate railway digest. Those of 
the profession, then, who are interested 





in railway law, will turn with more than 
ordinary interest to this newcomer into 
the realms of legal literature. It is then 
important to consider the merits of the 
work, in view of the pressing demands 
of the profession. In the first place, the 
names of the authors carry. assurance 
sto the practicing members of the pro- 
fession that a work of much more than 
ordinary merit is to be expected. Mr. 
Rapalje, for many years a specialist in 
digest making, is also well and favora- 
bly known to the profession through his 
valuable treatises on various branches 
of the law; while the scholarships and ac- 
curacy of Mr. Mack cannot be doubted 
by those who have had occasion to use 
his admirable digest of the American 
State Reports. 


It is said by the editors and publishers 
of the work that all the American, Eng- 
lish and Canadian cases have been col- 
lected and digested so far as they con- 
tain any railway law. This statement 
may well be credited by the profession, 
for a casual examination of the two vol- 
umes already published reveals many 
valuable points of railway law contained 
in cases where railroad companies were 
not parties. See, for example, the title 
“Assignment for Creditors,’ Vol. 1, p. 
482, et. seq. 


The classification, too, is more minute 
and logical than that of any other digest 
the writer has examined. Each title is 
divided into its natural subdivisions, 
which are in turn subdivided by black 
letter catch lines logically arranged, 
which readily direct the eye of the case 
hunter to the exact point in quest, with- 
out the necessity of his wading through 
a mass of matter on analogous subjects 
before reaching a case in point. This 
may be seen by reference to any title. 
The title “Baggage,” upon which the 
eye of the writer happens to fall, illus 
trates the advantages of this scheme 
excellently. The cross references to 
—— subjects are copious afd spe- 
cific. 


Perhaps the most valuable new feature 
of the work is the admirable and exhaus- 
tive judicial history of each case di- 
gested. (How many lawyers have met 
with defeat and chagrin because they 
went to trial leaning on the authority 
of an overruled case!) The design of this 
feature is to show at a glance the au- 
thoritative standing of each case. This 
feature has evidently been worked out 
with great care and minuteness, and it is 
to be regretted that a lack of space 
prevents the giving of some illustrations. 
Another valuable feature is that spe 
cific references are made to the notes in 
the American and English Railway 
Cases, American Decisions, American 
Reports, American State Reports and 
the Lawyer’s Reports Annotated. 


The mechanical execution of the book 
must not be overlooked. It is printed 
on the best of paper, and presents a 
beautiful page printed in characters 
which are clear, plain and pleasing to 
the eye. The binding is handsome and 
of the very best quality. The volumes 
when opened at any page will lie open 
on the desk, giving the investigator no 
annoyance whatever. 

The publishers and editors are to be 
congratulated on the excellent quality 
and completeness of their work, and as- 
suredly we :nay congratulate the over- 
worked members of the profession to 
whom ‘this digest comes as one of the 
greatest labor-saving publications of 
this generation. W. H. 





Information of much interest to attor- 
neys connected with railroad and corpo- 
ration litigation is contained in the an- 
nouncement of a New Series of the 
American and English Railroad Cases 
and of the American and English Cor- 
poration Cases, published by the Edward 
Thompson Company, at Northport, N. Y. 

The original series of these cases 
closes respectively with Volume 61 and 
Volume 48. Each has secured a pro- 
nounced position in the realm of case- 
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law literature, which it is intended to 
enhance in the announced departure. 
The New Series are to be edited by Mr. 
Frank C. Smith, the editor of this jour- 
nal, and some entirely new features in 
annotated case law will be inaugurated. 
It is believed: that the rapid multiplica- 
tion of adjudications in the domain of 
law covered by railroad and corporation 
litigation makes it imperative that 


@ more strict and discriminating 
judgment be exercised in the ar- 
rangement and publication of such 


cases than marks their treatment in any 
set of annotated cases now extant. 
These series will preserve every decision 
of all the courts of appellate powers of 
the United States, England and Canada 
bearing upon railroads of all classes, and 
upon business corporations of every kind. 
No other series of railroad or corpora- 
tion cases now published makes a report 
of all decisions dealing with these sub- 
jects, and this fact makes the above an- 
nounced series indispensable to railroad 
and corporation attorneys who desire to 
have every case in which they may be 
specially interested before them. The an- 
notations will differ from those now gen- 
erally in vogue in that they will not be 
merely a running digest of cases upon 
every point that, by an elastic judgment, 
may be linked to the main proposition, 
but, while giving liberal discussion to 
every question treated, they wiil be 
sharply confined to the single matter 
they assume to elucidate. The new se- 
ries will also contain leading articles, 
annotations and monographs upon cases 
presenting unusual or specially impor- 
tant points by lawyers of commanding 
eminence in the countries covered by the 
series. Thus subscribers will not only 
receive, in addition to the cases them- 
selves, the practical service of intelli- 
gent annotation, based upon the rigid 
and exact methods followed by every 
skilled briéfmaker, but will also obtain 
a current literature upon the living law 
unsurpassed by that furnished by any 
law magazine in the English language. 
Features which have become standard 
in the art of modern law-book making 
will be preserved and improved, and 
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geveral original details of treatment, 
poth mechanical and of the substance of 
the work, which experience has proved 
to be of great value to the cage hunter, 
will add to the completeness of the 
series. The plan of publication will 
remain as before. Monthly parts of 
not less than 224 pages each will be is- 
sued, three parts making a complete vol- 
ume. On the return of the three parts 
by the subscriber to the publishers, they 
will be bound in best law sheep in stan- 
dard form and returned without charge 
for binding. Price per volume, $4.50. 
Part 1 of Volume I. New Series of the 
Railroad Cases and the Corporation 
Cases will be issued in September. 





Callaghan & Co., Chicago, announce 
for publication this month the “Lectures 
Upon Jurisprudence and Political Sci- 
ence,” of James Wilson, LL. D., deliv- 
ered in the Law College of the Pennsyl- 
vania University in 1790-1791, edited 
and annotated by James De Witt An- 
drews. 

The features of this series of lectures 
are stated in the advertisement of Cal- 
laghan & Co. in another column, but it 
is proper to say that the lectures have 
always been prized by scholars because 
of the learning therein gathered and 
from the method of the treatment of 
law, showing the origin and true inter- 
pretation of the principles of our juris- 
prudence. The author was one of the 
most learned members of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, a member 
also of the constitutional convention of 
1787 and a signer of the Declaration of 
Independence. 

Mr. Andrews, the editor of the present 
edition, is a professor of law in the 
Northwestern University College of Law 
and the editor of a recent edition of 
“Stephens on’ Pleading.” We shall take 
pleasure in giving this work an extended 
notice in a later issue. 
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RECENT DEATHS. 


John Dean Caton. of Chicago, early last month. 
Hon John M. Lemmon, of ' ‘lyde. O., on the 17th ult. 
__Moses B. Maclay of New York, N. Y., at the age of 


OW. M. Connolly of Pikeville, Ky., at an advanced 
» = R. Coffroth of Lafayette, Ind., died re- 
“0. ¥. Townsend, of Manchester, Tenn., early last 
“Dentis R. Shields of New York,formerly of Auburn, 


recently. 
Daniel McElwain of Cohoes N. Y., in his eighty- 
second year. 
I. E. Pearl, of Rochester, N. H., of consumption. 
Aged. 40 years. 
Major N. C. Worner of Rockford, I1., of peritonitis, 
on the 23rd ult. 
C. O. Sabin, of Schuyler, Neb., after a short illness, 
from typhoid fever. 
Gen. Alexander M. Stout, in Chicago, of old age. 
He formerly practiced at Louisville. 
Judge Seabury B. Platt of Derby, Conn., on the 12th 
of last month, of apoplexy. 
Hon. Jonathan Bowman, died at Kilburn, Wis., a 
monthago. His age was 67. 
Joseph J. Curran, formerly at Ontario, Can., died in 
Dublin, Ireland, a short time ago. 
George W. K. Minor, of Uniontown, Pa., one of the 
oldest lawyers in Fayette county. 
Calvin Frost, a leading member of the bar of West- 
chester county, N. Y. Aged 72 years. 
Charles J. Cole, one of the best known lawyers in 
Hartford, Conn., died suddenly last mouth. 
David E. Jennings, a young attorney of Nashville, 
Tenn., after a short illness of typhoid fever. 
Rasselas Brown of Warren, Pa., He was the oldest 
practitioner in the county, his age being 83. 
Edward A. Gibbs, njutes of the appeal tax court, 
at his home in Baltimore. His age was 83 years. 
Ex Judge D. D. McCallum of Sibley, Ia., of cancer, 
from which he had suffered during the last two years. 
James Sumner, of Worcester, Mass., at the of 64. 
He was a prominent lawyer and a cousin of Charles 


Sumner. 
James M. Avent, of Murfreesboro, Tenn., at the ad- 
e had retired from active practice 


vanced age of 78. 
several yeara ago. 

ontgomery, a well known attorney of 
Chicago. was stricken with rheumatism of the heart 


‘senator at the time of his 


Hon. A. B. Newsom of Hartsville, Tenn., at Galla- 
tin, early last month. of pane. He was State 
eath. 


Gen. Frank Wolford, at his home in Columbia, Ky., 
at the age of 78. He was known throughout the State 
as a soldier, lawyer and legislator. 


Judge S. M. Thomas, tormerly of the first judicial 
district, a native of Deadwood. 5. D., is reported to 
have died in a s :nitariam in Chicago. 


Charles O. Tappen, ex-supreme court justice and 
rominent as an attoroey, died on the 20th ult., at his 
come in Potsdam, N.Y. His age was 64. 


John G Record. one of Chautauqua county's ablest 
lawyers. at Forestville, N. Y. His age was 59 and 
chronic meningitis was the cause of death. 


George F. Day, Lansing, Mich., one of the leading 
members of the Ingham county bar, died early last 
month after a very short illness. He was 40 years of 


e. 
edge H. N. Alexander, one of the most prominent 
members of the Arizona bar, a twenty years resident 
of Arizona and a California pioneer, died at Phoenix, 
Ariz. , 
J.L Leonard, a young attorney of Bucyrus, Ohio, 
hanged himself in his barn on the 27th ult. The cause 
assigned is poor health, which brought on temporary 
insanity. 
Hon. J. A. Taylor, at his home in Memphis, Tenn.. 
a month ago. He was, by appointment in 1893. United 
States district attorney for the Western district of 
Tennessee. 
Will Haight, assistant United States district attor- 
ney, at his home in Los Angels, of corsumption. He 
was formerly United States dist ict atterney at At- 
lanta, Ga. 
Walter Mattocks, a lawyer and well known in real 
estate circles in Chicago, died suddenly of fatty degen- 
eration of the heart and kidney trouble. His age was 
thirty nine. 
Milton W. George. at Colorado Springs, Colo.. last 
month, of consumption, to which place hs had gone for 
relief. He formerly practiced at Petoskey, Mich., and 
Trenton and Auburn, N. Y 
Ex-Governor Luzon B. Morris, of Connecticut, sud- 
denly of apoplexy, in his office at New Haven, on Au- 
gust 22d. He had held a number of positions of pub.ic 
trust and was prom‘nent as a lawyer. 


Hon. Henry W. Hoffman associate jndge of the 
fourth judicial circuit court of Maryland, died a month 
ago, at his home in Cumberland. Death was due toa 
complication of diseases, superinduced by old age. 


‘Tilden R. Selmes, assistant general counsel of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad died in Kentucky, early 
last month. Cancer of the liver was the cause. 


W. H. H. Russell, a prominent lawyer of Detroit, 
died at Island Lake, Mich.. a month ago. Death was 
the result of an attack of grip two yearsago. Hew 

in Tilden’s time, prominent in New York politics, an 
established himself in Detroit seven years ago. 

Hon. Theodore Miller, late associate judge of the New 
York Court of Appeals, died on the 18th ult., in Had- 
son, N. Y. He was born in 1816 He was district at- 
torney of Colamb:a county in 1843-45, and waselevated 
te the court of appeals bench Mm 1871, being retired in 
1886 on account of the age limit. 


Hon. Howell E. Jackson, associate justice of the su- 
reme court of the United States, at his residence near 
Rashville, Tenn.. in the 64th year of his age. of con- 
sumption. He had been in failing health for the past 
four years, but only within the past few months has 
his case been regarded as serious. He was born at 
Paris, Tenn , Apr! 8, 1832, and was educated at West 
Tennessee college, the University of Virginia and the 
Lebanon, Tenn., Law School. In 1859 he began his 
career as a lawyer in Memphis. In 1880 he was elected 
a representative to the State Legislature, and soon af- 
terwards to the United States Senate as a Democrat. 
In 1886 President Cleveland appointed him United 
States circuit judge, and in 1893 President Harrison, 
near the close of his administration, promoted him to 
the United States supreme court bench. His last pab- 
lic appearance was last May when he left a sick bed to 
sit in the income tax cases. 
William Strong, a retired justice of the United States 
supreme court, died on the 19th ult., at Lake Minne- 
waska, N. Y. Former Justice Strong was born in So- 
mers, Coun., May 6, 1808, of English ancestry. Adon- 
ijah Strong, his grandfather, was a lawyer, aod during 
the Revolution a commissiary general in the Amer can 
army. His father, William L. Strong, after being 
daated at Yale, became a prominent mister inthe 
resbyterian Church. William was the oldest of eleven 
children. He entered Yale Col!ege at the age of fi 
and was graduated in 1828. He taught in an academy 
at Burlington, N. J., and in the meantime engaged in 
the study of law under Garret D. Wall. He went to 
Pennsylvania and was admitted to the bar in 1832, and 
practiced his profession in Reading, in that State. He 
served in the Thirtieth and Thirty-first Congresses 
(1847-51), and in 1857 was elected to the supreme bench 
of Pennsylvania for a fifteen years term. He resigned 
in 1868, and two years later was appointed to the su- 
~— court of the United States with Mr. Justice 
radley, by President Grant. In 1877 Justice Strong 
was a member of the Electoral Commission. Under 
provisions of the Revised Statutes he resigned his seat 
on the supreme bench in 1880, om account of age, and 
made Washington his home. For several years he lec. 
tured to the law de ent of Colambian Univereity, 
at Washington, and also gave a course of lectures 


rofessors and students of the Union Theological Sem- 
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southwestern Reporter. 24 Vols * 
Southern Reporter, 14 Vols o 
Supreme Court Reporter, 14 Vols................. 60 
New York State Reporter, 62 Vols. & 3 —. 1 vu 
American Keports, first 44 Vols., less Vol. 38, 

Y ) Sr Ep See OS ee b+ 4 6 
American Probate Reports 7 Vols..............-. 200 
American and English R. R. Cases, 53 Vols. and 

WIOMEB. . cncccccccccscecccesocee sonccedeccnccese 135 00 


WED < <cnccaccosepeccegadéoccesongnenasecesencannees 11 0 
Withrow’s American Corporation Cases, 10 Vols. } +4 
English Chancery Reports, full —— 69 Vols. 1% 
English Common Law Reports, 115 Vols......... 11 
American Law Review, 24 Vols. .............- «++ 


Above are only a few of our many bargains. 
Send for our Complete Catalogue. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, 
ROCHESTER, N.Y. 


Book Cases. 


The Yost Con- 
solidated Re- 
volving. Especi- 
ally adapted to 
family use, of- 
fices and public 
libraries. Fur- 
nished with 
cleth er bent 
glass covering. 
Single or deuble 
cases. Any size 
er capacity, 
from 50 01,000 
volumns. Stores 
twice the beoks 
in same revelv- 
ing space. Ecen- 
omizesoverhait 
the room in pub- 
lic libraries. 


case witb 
double ving re- 





























od, attractive and 
fashionable. Manu- 
‘acturers also of like 
louble Show 


Wardrobes, etc. 


€ 
t 
f 
c 











William A. 
and died on the 2ist ult. 


ary in New York city. 


THE 1 OST CIRCULAR CASE COMPANY 
Office, 266 South Jefferson St., Chicage. 








DENVER, COL 


JACOBSON ’ BUILDING. 


COLLECTIONS, DEPOSITIONS, REAL ESTATE AND MINING 
LITIGATION THROUGHOUT THE STATE. NINE YEARS’ —q 
PERIENCE IN DENVER. REFER TO DENVER NAT'L BA 


HENRY TROWBRIDE DG" 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co, 


ESTABLISHED 1842. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. 8. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Atto 
Banks and Attorneys —— 


Attorneys desiring representation, send in application wi 


Special Mercantile Reports, 


meys and Banks.—A standard w x wih Cotestion Agencies, bbers, utacturer 
Contains « live list of ¥,000 attorneys—one i each clty of town pay ¢ epecial attention 12 a: 








LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News 
con ,erning the Professors and Lecturers, the Stand- 
ing and Action of Law Students, their Class or 
School Organisations and all matters of interest to 
Legal Eaucators and Students. Offices of Law Schools 
and of Law School Organizations are requested to 
send us such matters as are of general interest. 











Completing arrangements are being 
made towards opening the new law 
school at Pittsburg in connection with 
the Western University. The course of 
study has been arranged, and the fac- 
ulty will be chosen and announced 
shortly. 


The Board of Directors of the Mem- 
phis (Tenn.) Law School met on the 22d 
ult., and elected the foHowing members 
of the Bar as directors for the new 
scholastic year: John P. Houston, F. T. 
Edmondson, Luke W.-:Finlay, William 
M. Randolph, Thomas B. Turley, John 
J. Dupuy, William M. Smith, Luke E. 
Wright. George Gantt. John H. Wat- 
kins, George E. Neuhardt and I. H. 
Peres. New by-laws were adopted and 
a committee of three appointed to ex- 
amine applicants for scholarship, ad- 
vancement and graduation. George E. 
Neuhardt was elected as professor of 
general jurisprudence and president of 
the faculty; Luke W. Finlay was elected 
vice-president, and F. T. Edmondson 
secretary. 

The new Kansas City School of Law 
has been consolidated with another law 
school which had been projected in that 
city, and the faculty has been strength- 
ened by the addition of O. H. Dean and 
a number of special lecturers. William 
P. Borland will be dean of the school 
and E. N. Powell and E. D. Ellison will 
occupy the positions of secretary and 
treasurer respectively. Application has 
been made in the Circuit Court for the 
incorporation of the school, which will 
eren on the 16th inst. Applications 
have been received. from twenty-five 
students to enter the school. The new 
lecturers added by the consolidation are: 
T. R. Morrow, J. Ingraham, Judge R. 
H. Field, J. H. Harkless, R. E. Ball, 
Frank Dexter and J. S. Botsford. 


The Albany Law School begins the 
scholastic year on the 24th, after a com- 
plete reorganization of the trustees and 
faculty. New members have also been 
added to the faculty as special lecturers. 
Hon. Amassa J. Parker succeeds Hon. 
W. L. Learned as president of the board, 
and Newton J. Fiervu becomes dean in 
place of Lewis B. Hall. The faculty now 
consists of A. V. V. Raymond, presi- 
dent of the university; J. Newton Fiero, 
dean on procedure, equity and toets; 
James W. Eaton, on evidence and con- 
tracts; Eugene Burlingame, on criminal 
law; James F. Tracey, on corporations, 
and Joseph A. Lawson, on real and per- 
sonal property. During the year a course 
of special lectures will be delivered as 
follows: By Hon. Charles Andrews, 
Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals; 
Hon. Judson S. Landon, on constitution- 
al laws; Hon. William L. Learned, on 
trial causes; Hon. Alton B. Parker of 
the Supreme Court, Hon. Matthew Hale, 
on professional ethics; Hon. D. Cady 
Herrick, on municipal corporations; 
Charles A. Collin, on the statistics o1 
New York, and Andrew McFarlane, M. 
D., on medical jurisprudence of insanity. 


tr Representation in this list w 


Mentgomery* (M 





LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equally estate 
parties, as lawyers of integrity and tested abili 

e believe that every one of them is werthy of 
endorsement which we give by the placing of their 
names herein. If, however, there is known to our 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably u any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate full information of the facts, and if our 
thorough gg ay n shows ty the complaints are 
well founded, the list will be a 
All such complaints will be rents as confidential 
When ble, send business to attorneys and firms 
re in capital letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. ties are in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


it 
accredited attorneys on faverable 2 


ALABAMA. 








Birmi: 
BUSH & ROWN, Io Rooms? & 8, Steiner Bros. Bank 
Buildi (See card d.) 
WM. K. BRO WN, 114}¢ 21st street. Collections and 
commercial - ation. ae to Berney Na- 


tional 
COMMERCIAL | LAW ASSOCIATION, 2 and 3 Steiner 
Bank Building. Bush & Brown, Counsel. 
Commercial, corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi- 
nent wholesale house in the ci A+ 8 
HARLES W. HARE 


ng Fy 43 2. _— Co. sand — Morris & 
ap andler ones, comnery 
Dadeville* (Tallapoosa).............. “Thos. —y 

Fayette* (Fayette)................ROBT. iy WINDHAM 

Ref president of Alabama Nati: Bank. 

Florencs* (Lauderdale).............. T. Ashcroft 
rh eee ey A 
4 nM encccesccceseses uben Chapman 


CLARK & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. Refer to 
First Na Bank. 
ber ~~ VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Attorney 


Bradstreet Co 
aganeennen MERTINS 
Refers to Farley vational Bank me “Giet Bros. & 
Co. Attorney for Attorneys’ National Clearing 
House,  saegseegpg Law Association, &c. 


NE CN eicniascicesenccaccoasees John C. Reid 
Tuscaloosa* -, eee SE eccces Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert).................. Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown* (Perry)....-- pencesess A. C. Davidson, Jr. 


. ARIZONA. 


--es0---.0. H, Kibbey 


Prescott* orem vb enmmeinaiaill Robert E. Morrison 

Tombstone* (Cochise)................. Wn. C. Staehle 

TE CB sb ckirb ik cntdhcnscavienn Barnes & Martin 
ARKANSAS. 

Arkansas City* (Desha)................. 


Bentonville* (Benton)... 


nion) 
Fort Smith* (Sebastian)................ 
Refers to poet Bank. 
Hot Sprin 
GEORGE EG. OTT. Refers to Arkansas National 
Bank cf Hot § apy ~ 
SUMPTER & SUMPTER. Refer to Arkansas Na 
tional Bank of this place. 
Little Rock* (Pulaski) . E. MOSS 
112 Allis Building. Refers to Citizens’ ‘Bank and 
Bank of Little Rock. 





oo ones canesccepes Jefferson Waliace 
crt arikeskhsosechneonsal J.B. Moore 

Para sou |, omer o cececcecsccoccscss —~% Sullivan 

et as. 
Russellville (P. itl Lids itd odepseatibemendieel Davis & Son 
Texarkana (M Eancssreceqoadd See Texarkana, Tex. 
CALIFORNIA 
Alameds (Alameda) .................... G. E. Colwell 
yc ta = Bernardino)............... Mesos x Oster 
usa MOM oc ov'sccccqecoccecccocsce t 

Eureka‘ (Humbolt) ..............-.--..-- i. ° “aft 
( ncn inaccesacsesdaagdcnees 

Healdsburg (Sonoma) ............. Moreland & Norton 


On GRO ae. 

J. MARION BROO ex-U. 8. District- Attorney, 
Refers to California Bank. “ 

W. H. HOLMES & CO. 21a North Main st. Rete 


Los 





Ne ae Bank: Nationel Bank Base 
a , Na of Calif 
Mes a Ang - 
jesto* (Stanislaus)................-...-. P. J. Hasen 
Oakland* (Alam: HOLMAN 
Refers to First National Bank and California Loa 
& Trust Co. 4 
Pasadena (Los Angeles) Jas. Mo 
Petaluma (Sonema) Haskell & 
Pomona (Los Angeles).......... ecasesese J.A.G 
Riverside* (Riverside) .................. G. A. Skinner 
Sacramento* (Sacramento)............ Robt. T. Devlis 
San Bernardino* (San Bernardino} teeesees F. W. Gregg 
San Diego* a DERG ccoccccccesencs H. K. Heffleman 


FOX RGRAY, Pacihe Mavoal Bldg, 508 
a 
Collection department under special maz 


KNO: Pcie “TAT A ba st. law 


mercantile collections. Reference and de 
— Sm :—American Bank & Trust Co. (Se 
card, rgin.) 
San Jose* (Santa Clara).............. Bowden 
San Luis Obispo*(San LuisObispo). Wilcoxon & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* (Orange)................... 
ta * (Santa Barbara)............. E. B. nad 
Santa Crus‘ (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. Williams 
ita Rosa‘ (Son D cedegeeesnSeuuonuad H. Hoag 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webster 
, 3... PRA ee 2s & 
WOOMMEEE® (REDO cc cccccaccccsceeccescace 
COLORADO. 
© GI. nose ann 00ctetesiic seccece H.C, B 
Colorado Sprin * (El Paso a0) = 
JAS. E. Mc RE. Refers to First National Bank 


and El Paso County Bank. (See card.) 


BETTS & RINKL 
BETTS & oe 805-807 Cocper Bite. Refer to 
Ci al Bank. (See oe ) 
— Ey a ERDMAN, 600 oblock, 
American National Bank, Denver, 
nebo (Cal.) National Bank. 
GEORGES” s. a 402 ve Bldg. Refers to 
First N of Denver. 
Caner oa TROWORIDGE. LI. 


positions, real esta’ 
throughout the State. Nine years’ experience 
i a: Refers te Denver National Bank. 


EDW. 5. 0. UPHAM “ait People's Bank Bldg. 


d Federal courte. Prot pe pt per 
poe rn Ly to collections. 


ver National Bank. 
a oS pidiebnsessedetih ectden Sie C5 
Leadville*  ~eaanemenemenonenieey. 
Montrose* (Montrose).............. eatead D. Catlin 
Mosca (Castilla)...........cccccccccccee-s See Garrison 
oO ( Dadcddcvecesesdccccodaee & Stevens 
Pueblo* (Pueblo).................-...- A. W. LENNARD 
8 : Commercial law. Refers to Stock = 
and Pueblo National Banks. i> peerd hres 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) .......... e Frasks 
comnaianae, 
* (Fairfield) ....Stoddard, Bish 
ery 8s addam (Middlesex) ay E. EMO FouNsON 


oo ns and commercial law. 
Greenwich (Fairfield).................. ubbard 
Hartford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. G. 4“ Ge0. uot SILL 
345 Main street. 
Meriden (New Haven)............... 
Middletown* (Middlesex). . ‘ARTHUR B g cLer, in ® 
Collections and commercial law. meters to Farm 
aven) 
GEO. W. ADAMS. 181 Charch st. Prompt attention 
to collections. Refers to Yale National Bank 
GEORGE | a ARMSTRONG, 121 Church st. Practice 
eral courts. Collections mae 
; ae Refers to First and 
ational Banks. 


New la Bow London)......... Arthur B. Calkins 
Norwalk (F: b 


) 
W: (New > Fgereneen -L F 
Windsor (Hartford)......... ee hal Johnson 








1 10 SUTTER STREE T. 


SAN FRANCISCO, A 





KNOX COLLECTION AGENCY 


Law Department, H. C. HODGE: 


— 


Senden Theta sadiiiaaaia aaa nae 
tates and Insurance Co.’s Judgments, Attachments 


dences of indebtedness of ever: 





and other vw 


see FE 
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efers to the Farmers’ — 
(New Castile). . «seceeesW. F. Causey 
(New Castle) -. deeds "Willard ‘Seulsbury, Jr. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 434 st. Mercantile collec- 
eee a specialty. Refers te Central National 


I. ¥. BLACKBURN, Jr., 472 Louisiana ave. Refers 
Farmers’ and Deposit Banks, Frankfort, Ky. 
CLARENCE A. BRANDENGERG, 412 Fifth St., N. 
oo collections and corporation law 
sialties. Refers to Second National —_ 
Ae pom 472 Louisiana ave. Commerc’ 
and collections a specialty. Refers to Ne. 
° tional Bank of the mablic. 
GARNETT, KENYON. BLAIR & THOM. Commercial 
and corporation law. Refer to Second Nat. Bank. 
MACKALL & MAEDEL, 416 — St., N. W. Col- 
lection department, L. Loving, manager. 
Refer to Lincoin tinned | Bank. 
LUTHER R. SMITH, Worder Building. Refers to 
Washington Loan & Trust Co. and West End 
National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 


Apalachicola" (Franklin)..........--..-... H. C. Hicks 
Bartow* (Polk)..............-+------ H. K. OLLIPHANT 
al attention to commercial and real estate law. 
Keys (Levy)... -Lutterloh, Ashby & Davis 
Cedar e (Levy)........- utterioh, y 
Gainesville" CN EE ne E. E. Voyle 
‘acksonville* (Duval) 
COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 12 and 13 Pome 4 
Exchange. Chas. 8. Adams and H. C 
ell, Counsel. Commercial, curporation Po 
Pood law and collections References : Any 
k, or _ promainent wholesale house in the arent 
FLETCHER WURTS. Attorneys for First Nati 


D. Coulter 
Palatka’ | eeepumataappons ta Henry Stra: 2 
yr ona ° se & Biount 
( ) ° 

Tallahassee* (Leon) . 


( 
Tampa* (Hillaboro). . ee 
Titasville* (Brevard) .. 








ea eeee ee eeeeeeees 


Athens* (Clarke) 


(Fulton) 
JOHN S. CANDLER. 
CLAR 


eee ee eee een eeeeeeeees 


Refers to Atlanta Nat’! Bank. 


tional Ban 

COMMERCIAL | Law ASSOCIATION, 4 
st. Garrett & Neufville, Counsel. Commer- 
cial. corporation, insurance law and collections. 


roomy Any bank, or prominent wholesale 


house in the city 
KONTZ & arene, 76% South Broad st. Commer- 
cial and ration law es 
4 R. TOLLESOR, Collection Agent, 
Bldg. Prompt and careful attention 
— 2 of all classes of claims. 
n B. Redwine, banker 


ax 2 LANE. Refer to Atlanta National 


and — Rucker Banking Co. 
* (Richmon 
COMMERCIAL cAW ASSOCIATION, 832 Broad st. 


Sam F. Garlington, Counsel. Commercial, — 
Srenoes Any bank, or prominent wholesale Refers to 


Chas. E. 


poration, insurance law and collections. 


sau. F. °F. GARLINGTON. Refers to 
Coffin, cashier National ae k; C. E. 
Clark, stocks, bonds, ete; A a 
Gen. Mgr. P. R. & W.C. R.R., all of Augus 
Attorney for Gommapeteh Law Associa’ 
Wilber's Mercantile Agency, etc. 


Bainbridge* (Decatur) ..... Donaleon 
aitaewiok* (Giyan) ROP ee! ai KRAUSS 
Traders’ B’k, Brunswick, 


References: Merchants & 
and all wholesale houses here. 
. aeeagessss™ 
Buena Vista* (Marion)................. 
Refers to Buena Vista Loan & Sixinas bs 
* (Carroll 


KE & LOWE, 14 Lowe Bldg. Collections re- 
ceive immediate, a Fe by oer 


& Banking Co. 
Whitehall Build 


ly. (See card.) : 

21-22 Inman hoades & Co., Chica 
ven the 
ers to 


ze. oe 
Cc. | WOOTEN 
“5 Walker 


COMMERCIALLAW ASSOCIATION, MasonicTemple. 
Arthur Dasher, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 
poration, insurance law and collections. Ref. 
erences: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 


house in the c 7. 
GRACE & JONES, Masonic Bldg. Commercial and 
corporation law preferred. Refer to Exchange 


JOHN L. HARDEMAN. Refers to First National Bank. 


Perry* (Houston)... a a ieee C. C. 
EE” CIGD o ccccccdvccccccshcecess 


Savannah* (Chatham 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, Bull andBay sts 
Griffin & Brown, General Coansel. Commer- 
cial, corporation, insurance law and collections. 
References: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city. 

GRIFFIN & BROWN, Gor. Bull and Bay sts. General 
Attorneys for ‘Commercial Law —~~ 
Refer to Chatham Bank and National Bank of 
Savannah. 

Thomasville* (T ~~ ya 

Valdosta* (Lownd 

Waycross* (Ware 

Waynesboro* (Burke) ieones 


IDAHO. 


Boise ante (Ada) 

“MERCURIUS” COMMERCIAL AGENCY. Wolter- 
beek & Co., Agents. Collections Mercaurile 
litigation. Refer to Capital State Bank and 
Boise City National Bank. 

Idaho Falls (Bingham)............... H. J. Hasbrouck 
Lewiston* (Nez — Sadboseecades Rand & Haynes 
Moscow* (Latah)..........-..---.--+ J — H. Forney 
Payette (Ada). ........cccccoccccccceess icharas 
a Ce a E. P. Gtickonsderier 
Weiser* (W Dradebidecneceshsoaes J. W. Ayers 


.-MacIntyre & Mosistgse 
P owhaten Whittle 
. McDonald 


ILLINOIS. 
Wy NG kxdadsiadad setecsa< Dennis Clarke 
I I iin. 0 60 6066e40escecenes: 1. P. HODGE 

Refers to Alton Savings Bank. 
Amboy (Lee) ... Wooster & Hawes 
-H. O. t= 
-. J. W. Bennett 
R. RB. Hewitt 
‘Barthel & Farmer 
Fuller & De Wolf 


(Caas).. 
Belleville* (St. Clair) 
Belvidere* (Boone). . 
Bloomington* (McLean). -+-+----.--CALVIN RAYBURN 
Commercial law apd collections. Remittance made 
day of collection. Refers to the Bradstreet Co 
Bushnell (McDonough)..............- David Chambers 
Cairo* (Alexander 





Champaign i nbn bpeiahenasgie: aan 
Chenoa (McLean) mas) badsatoaeessee 
CHICAGO* (Cook) 
me LAW ASSOCIATION, 1112 Ashland Block. 
(See card 
W. C. ANDERSON, Suite 1120 and 1121 Chamber of 
Commerce Building. Commercial, corporation, 
; eegees - : ne law. References 


BOND'S 3 COMMERCIAL AGEN AGENCY, 1131 to 1136 Uni — 
& More, Attorneys 
Counsel ors. Commenetal law and collections. 
( 
MARK C. FARR, Suite 610, 36 La Salle st. (See card.) 
HOWARD N. OGDEN, 84 Adams st. Refers to Hon. 
Wm. C. Wilson, Washington, D. C.; J. Foster 


R go. 
CHAS. H. RIPLEY, 1112 Ashland Block. 


Chillicothe (Peoria) ................+-..: 
Danvers (McLean).................-- 
Danville* (Vermillion)............. 
Decntus® (iMacem).......0..ccccccee 

Refers to Decatur National Bank 
DeKalb* (DeKalb) 


PPrerrirrrert rrr er irre) 
Perce e reese errr rrr ss 


ational Bank of fee St. Louis 

are HENRY B. KEPLEY 

Shecial attention given real estate and commercial 

law Ta collections. Refers to First N ae Bk. 
6) .~ C. 


gan 
Macomb’ (McDonough)................ 
_——................ Gow. Youn 


Princeton” (Burean)............. ious 
one ¢ Adams) 


Mount — By ee 
ANDERSON & & ANDERSON, “~_ ia st. Attorneys | Mount 


Mount Fore © Seaereen) —~ 
tae (Ogle) 





HENRY C. PULLER and RICHARD H. A eer At 
s for Anthony Loan & 
& Trimble 


L. E. EMMONS, Jr. Refers to Ricker National B’k. 
PENICK & WALL. nen gee rons Notre on ate 
collection. Prom 





( 
Springfield* (San 
Practice in aa Federal Courts. at- 
tention to collections. real estate. tion and 
commercial law. —- 5 cme arine Bank 
and Ridgely National Bank. 


eee mere wns come enen nn Be 
er ee rrr 


INDIANA. 


erson* (Madison) ferereceies- tase S$. SHELTON 
Refers to the Bradstreet ( o. 


( 
Yort Wayne* (Allen) 
ROBT. LOWRY. Refers to Old National, First Na- 
tional N Bank 


reer errr rr rrr 
See eee eee c wc eeenee 
eee ne eee eeeeneene 


HEROD ‘ feRoD, Rooms 1-11 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
er to any —* oy city. 
KERN & BAILEY. ‘o State Bank of Indiana. 
= NEWBERGER & & CURTIS, Co Commercial Cab 
idg. Practice in Federal, State and Supreme 
Conte. Commercial and corporation law. Col- 
lection decartment. en Notaries 
sil tndicoapelie banks; poner ~ 
a a 5 . 
H.B. Chats Co. and Hanover Nat. Ra ee 
NATIONAL ya a AGENCY, Baldwin Block. 
to claims of man 
and and jobbers. Reference :— 


LEOPOLD @ ROTHSCHILD, 18% North 
st. Collections and w Reber 


commercial law. 
$a Medchente? National Bank. 
SPAHR L emeenies Collections and Commer- 


Prerererr rrr rrr 
PPrrrrrrrr rrr rr re 


(Gran 
Mount Vernon* (Posey).............-- WwW 
— ahert, te teceneceees G 
Nappanee (Elkhart). ................. 
New Albany* (Flyod)......... ......-.---- A. Dowling 
Peru* (Mian Mitchell & McClintic 








Refers a Jone Stadebakers aud Olivera. 
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———= = 
= Best 
-- E. M. Connal | New Orleans* (Orleans) r 
Destingtnr eeeeeensspeanetaes AMACKER, MOORE & DUFOUR, New Orleans aj 
van) . soumw) i abscess dintada daha J. P. Perkins i-netenensen deumteiehon 
ANTOINETTE D. LEACH. Commercial law especially. ne (Cloud) _— resets Pulsifer, & & Alexander pre ani ioe a ats ERR a Caren ’ ila 
JOHN S. BAYS. "Commercial law and coliostione | Soma Geree’ Man. ab. PI MOnEWOUSE Nat'l, Louisiana Nat Fire Nee ‘ 
Qfarshall)........-----.----. oe * ELLEY City Attorney. Refers to Morris County Ban Gatien AJ. - PETERS, — Gravier st. Commercial yp 
Haute* (Vigo)............. BEECHE Dodge Uity* (Ford)..........c0s« soeeee M. W. _ and lections. Refers to Cine Bank an 
Refer to National State Bank. w.E Eldorado* (Batler)..... .--.--..-.-..+e« B,D. Suet : epstiten Bank, 1 
ain... than Keith | mporiar (Lyon).-..-.......----.--0++-+ D. Bill JOSEPH N. WOLFSON, 6 Carondelet at 
Vincennes* (Knox x) wceceecececcescences “i Gas Fort Scott* (Bourbon) eeeencenceeesceeees < oe Cady and corporation practice. (See card } ! 
= oe enseestetineniohi aE th | Fredonia* 4 SR eenessstes Brown Rayville* CRO. vcs cntinccentsadiad Wells & Way 
~~~ aaa Nye & Nye | Garden City (Pinney).-.-0-.-.-0- A. J. Smith | Eedovenen? tOndde cao FG. Thay I Be 
) MAINE. Can 
- ams ere Fey e rebt iw. : 
Ardmore (Pickins)........-..-...-....J. C. ee ee Heath & Andee Bee 
M (Greek. Nation)”. HARRISON 0. SHEPARD 5 os gpeagnaemeesaee Henry L Minny 

ject anywhere in the’ Territory. M. Miller Bath* (Sagadahoc) Ocececcececessecéocoses mt, ohn Seve Fit 
Purcell (Pontotoc) .........---.------ & GROVE Biddeford” (York)... ......+...-+++es+.-- Haley 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation). SHEPARD ARD Brunswick (Camberiand) ............... Barrett Potta 
Vinita (Cherokee Nation)... .. HARRISON 0. SHEP. Calais" (Washin mm nudectesde Eqped 6, Downe 

6. Ss gut Washingion aepeeaecenes — ot ee 

IOWA. gman gman Doster (Fone anger ye OHN A. Moral Be. 

weasors~nnnnonsnnnsnonscaces Be. Gates Law cncee (Douplaa) 2 SPANGLER & BROWNELL Refers to any Gani ity ai wna hy 2 x 

a Sse... .---- d trial business “Refer to Douglas County Bank. Gardiner (Kennebec) ...........0..--2. 

Extensive commercial an Clinton Ss. Fletcher rth (Leavenworth) .......... E. pat 9 Clough Houlton* emeawen B S600 sosegss JAME ARCHIbaLD 

Atilantic* (Cass).... ° reg bw rnd | pacer Sy Rn OE Jones & Jones Commercial lawyer and notary public. Refers Lav 

Baldwin (Jackson) ‘ -- Sem G. B dock Lyons A... Riles ). ca ria et > Jobn E. Hestin First National Bank of Houlton. Lee 

yn NE "W. Canaday -ia.........2 King & Kelle (Androscoggin).......-.-0-+022.- la 
Boone* (Boone Dan ogndsenesnsccécocncens RJ. Ww. Marion (OM. hail) * (Cumberiand) ..............- Geo. tx wares 

eetee ties iste ‘Kelley & Cooper | Mephn ‘Sim Pere Es st. Refers to Portiand Savings Baa 

scree: ae ‘atio 

Carroll (Carroll ag SPP ~y ) Rockland* (Knox)............. c Bo4.8 ue 
OALBERT T. COOPER, SRapids National Bank’ sisi "eS eemcemmmacmes 

ee BE te Coder Ba cae f Waterville {Kennebech berekenebunaian Harvey D. Este " 

w.L. CRISSMAN. em, yg National EF ¥. Robingon MARYLAND. Xe 

Bank and Security Savings Bank se F. A. Wad * (Anne Arundel)........ Frank H. 

Cherokee" {Cherokee cay Rees Sng W, Bal | Annapolee (Anne Arundel) —a 
( ee* (Chero hemeineend | Peek, cn i ecsccaccceccosoooccnonenes UB BAL timore 
eee ee i Pielke to National Bank of Pittsburg and First Na- SHRIVER BARTLETT & CO.. St: Paul and Baltine ¢ 
Council w - . Mercan 
Cresco* Se eteenenra stoner - ee, semen Terme H. G. Laing asto een Bi —- pon a Be 
Creston* (Union)...........-...---.-++- T. A. MURPHY | Buseell* — i Na Exchange ak pha, so sp 
De Whittaker Block. Commercial iaw a specialty.” | Selina’ (Saline) ..-- -52--T. C. —e OLLECTION SaDEe, ‘omy tine 
Denison* (Crawford) seeeeeeeeeeeess-e---d. P. CONNER | gy ay, * enwaetenata) ... wonsee co Refers to Fidelity '& Depot od 
seats a tas National and | Seneca (Nemaha) Maryland. (See cord on front page) 8 
iivuiic =." i Conuee* (Seth) anX _..D.M. Retiban | PARRY LEE DOWNS, 402, 48, 418 Law Bldg. Co A 
* (Smith) ....-...----++--+- : mercial and corporation matters soli 
Tr es ee ee —-....... J. R. BROBST ELLIOTT & HOFFMAN, 220 to 222 Eauitable Big ¥ 
law and collections. Prompt : Wedaueheene Jay J. Smith, banker. . H. RALEIGH, 10 Hopkins ¥ 
given to all business sd report wade by retars | Topsite” ewe DOBBS & STOKER ta’ Protective Credit & Collection . 
a ae Seales, one sae Central Nat. Bank Bldg. Refer to ere @ specialty. Reles 
and stenographer in office. nks, Citizens’ Bank, The rean. Notary. Nat. Nat ¥ 
A.A. MCLAUGHL N, 405 lowa Loan & Trust Bldg. and Central National Banks Co., all of Topeka. to People’ Bank. Merchant ae Bank, - . 

01 ea imma ta, A. P. Gibbs | We Keeney” (Trogo)...--........---»;,-- Lee Monroe NITED LAW & COLLECTION  ASS'N, O19 and . 

eee (Dubuque) ee ee wen ssewensee Chark arles L. L. Hays Washington’ Neder amg oe eceseeees F U Eq .M tile law collections 

* (Hardin) ............--.---... in C Wel = (Sumner)......... ROHRBAU H & tm uitable & FRANK A. H 

watetere to City “ytd aay RR  casncenel Bel Air* (Harford).............-+. HAMCoGt 
ppeiery” (Fale Alto)..... we ay & M. Hamilton Refer | Puss . snemndensen eee F.C. Hunt Commercial nentice: My: gee , 
+ = we PRN EE A 8. yo Yates thew (Wasdsons seccccccceccces W. H. Slavens Cambridge* (Dorchester)........... WM. 0. MITCHELL ; 
Grinnel]* (Poweshiek) oo fl sme KENTUCKY to Dorchester AA 4 
taoreen : enya — eanceaapanmasie iiassum eles A! 

Towa City (Johnson) .......-.-.-.--- W.D. Ps eR niin ni tiannsntontagenns ee Fan ee EEE --000- anennsorsers 

tt AEE EEE Bowling Green” (Warren)...........W & Simmons | Easton* (Tal TTL, Marshall Haine ‘ 

Mare’ (Plymouth)..---...2---2-0..E. 7. BEDELL | Covin So paacenenen SW Lindsey Fretaick= (Frederick) GAMER 1ONEON 

so Refers to First National Bank. moon | Geapeen Onttet)..----.- sens H. D. GREGO Refer» to Citizens’ National Bank. pre 

keta* (Jackson......-.......--.. G. L. JOH Hendereon* (Hendereoni.......... S. B. & R. D. VANCE | 11, orstown* (Washington)........ Armatrong 
_— to Fir First National —~ of oe Lake Attorneys for Ohio Valley Bank. Rates to . “ome. Princess ame — pensereess — Tae —_ Bal 
M (Iowa) ...........- edges, Binford | Lexington* (Fayette)..............--.-.--..A Salis a appa seated: A. P. Barnes 
Marshaltown” * (Marshall)..............-. 0. L. ft Snow * (Worcester). .........-- 

Mount Asr* (tingguldn RG MeManters GARNETT. MiLCEW & BARNETT Cor. 5th & Market | Weetminster* (Carroll)........ Reifsnider & Reifsnider 7 
Mosentns* (Mesthiog.. “. R. Fitagerald sta. Attorneyesfor Loniavill Banking Co. and MASSACHUSETTS. | 
anaes M68. Webb courte Commercial, insurance and corporation Adams (Berkshire)........--..------+-45 <8. HL Bil ) 
a eo =a inslo Amesbury BOOED .cccnce sc cocnsesedad acob i 

jewton* ye peaenacneoes Be gy me a seis. and Jefferson st. sihietd.cccaccacooeneed Send to 
Oakalovss" re — ececsoweeeees oe a . BRIG | © BRANDES, Cor. Fitth ond Jefeesen ote. Amherst ( (Woreeeiatoo2o2222 Bend to Fi 
* (Wapello)..............- WENO CHEIOED 6 oc cccccoccccensen 
Boot agitee = WETTER Send to to Maquoketa oni Bilae Trust pac Notary Public. a efere to First National E Bank of meet 
ik “ yon, Pag + ee er Oe S A boro a jeboro 
fine OR) cn onre coors -coccebos ce IW. Mein me NEWTON 6. ROGERS, one Fifth ave. Refers to Third * (Barnstable) ...............-.-- Day & Day 
First National Bank Building. ome poms og Pome 
sae "aimee mma) PME ee R. 0. Hester | BOS ABBOTT, 85 Devonshire street. Refers to 
wane... —onsting cesenecceccocescoes JOHN E. and M. Bolles & Co, 

Mone OFT pou Commercial litigation and col- aville* (Mason)....................- Cachran & Son International Co. 

JAM pouenry. , Mantes snd oot. hs a eenaaananapmanEae Chas. A. Wood arent ss 
eee So Meceevenes Sot Ban ia... WILL H. LYONS HENRY AUSTIN, , 38 Gato of, (aden Commiatienns 

T.P re ul URPHY, Rooms 30-311 Metropolis ty National | 5° hg Moweest, Genuan ond Pires Bet? “fou Ingolvency) and ad Rotary Public. Refers 
Banks boro* (Daviess).............. folk National to 

a ag alae -F. H. Helsell baer 4 ? “Attorney, District of ee. HERBERT & GAKER. 178 Devonshire st. Refers 
seer (cs SS seeming 2 National Bank. EDW. ¢. iG, BATES, © 67 Equitable Building. 

Tipton* (Cedar) E. M. Brink om ~~ coin ail —.- wonsranegnne THUS. E. . ees . ei BAYLOONE. 31 Milk st. (See card. 7 fant 
Nolere to Tracr State Bank and Bank of Brooks & sai teen al it JOHN HASKELL BUTLER, 1 Goate Mite. 
Sl _ EAA ER, FEE <5: A re khart yn, st. 
Welero® (lack Ha. srcrere me WESLEY MARTIN Pace Cenren pnalvoneantonantan jays Sullivan CARPENTER a TOW a Yowee 10 0 Tremont Old Colony 
Webster * (Hamilton) ........--.-- ussellville* (Logan).........-..-....- 
Refers to Hamilton County State — C. Weeks R Refers to Bank of Russellville. rane a0 ‘ CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
Winterset (Madison):.............-.- pfs ce Somerset* Gunn Sanat ote eta arta fa: aoeeat O 6. ornae [ Eaternee— pak mo 8 National 
Uniontown (Union)................ Berk and tal ton Nat nk, Boston. 
“MEET Vehastles” (Wenttned).ce-ceeeveetescase: Field McLeod | jas. WILSON N GRIMES, 47 47 Court et. Refers to Ame ‘ 
Abilene* ittanm) seereeceeeens Seneash 6 pore Winchester* (Clark)..........-.++-+- Beckner & Jouctt Tenarn ATEL LAW CO., 105 pak ey Sprague 
yn by, ot Ee aR . Washburn, Counsel... 
"Atkaneas City (Cowley) a . LOUISIANA ours CHARLES W. - JANES, 84 Summer st. Commer 
Atchison* (A ) oceecece H. ° W.T Dillon Baton Rouge* (E Baton Rouge) .......Read law and old N in office. 
Belleville* (Republic)... G6 Donaldsonville’ (Ascension) Edmund Maoria acturers’ Na Bank of Boston. 
Beloit* ~y ee - ; “Markeville* (A LYNDE. HA HARDING & LYNDE, 68 Cornhill. 
E ptates Farmers & Merchants Bauk. Monroe" (Ouachi 
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Boston—Contin 
se ACANTILE 1 LAW CO., 56 Bedford street. B. K. 
Moore, Presiden t. Kendall, Moore & ~~ 


Refer to Mount Vernon 


National Bank. (See card.) 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 29 Pemberton Sq. 
— i} — sw Trust Co. and the Globe 


READ'S L CeaaL & MERCANTILE AGENCY, 20 Devon- 

H_ Read, Attorney at Law, Pres’t. 

SPRAGUE. a WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 
Mount Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 





Easthampton (Hampshire) ‘olyoke 
Fall River PNUD aéeacosscdvoas icaned do Holyoke 


orcester) 
MeCHARLES H. BLOOD. Specialty — Depositions, | 


tern corporations. 
CHAS. iy ware Refers to Wachusett National 


| Niles ( 


| Port Huron™ (St Biair) Harve oo +} 
| Romeo (Macomb)..............-.-- 6. 6. THORINGTO 


d* (Hampden 
LLACE M. PouRT, 


tended to 
D. E.WEBSTER. Refers to First National Bank. 
Stoneham (Middlesex) LYNDE, MARDING & LYNDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Kosten. 


Bristol 


Collections sage at 


Winchester (Middlesex). Geo. 
Worcester* (W RICE, KING & RICE 
Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 


MICHIGAN. 





On Per) 
WILLIS S. MEADE, Cranage Block. G~neral law 
| mar pel Prompt attention to collections. 
rences. (See card) 

VAN MLEECK & ANNEKE. ae for and refer 
to Universal Credit Association. Refer also 
to Second National Bank, Bay City Bank and 
all county officials. 

Ba@laire’ (Antrim) 
Benton Harbor ened 
Croswell (Sanilac). . 7 
DETROIT* ( Wayne) 
— ae GLAS & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


CASGRAIN, ‘Suuuvan, MASON & DWYER, 602-605 
Hammond —— Refer to State Savings Bank. 


(See 

GRECE a HALL, Dime oe. Bank Bldg. : Practice 
in all the State and Fed eral Courts. Prompt 
= to collections and commercial litiga- 
Refer to McLellan & Anderson Sav. oe 

METCALF B. HATCH, Attorney and Manager o 
The Credit & Collection Ca.. Buhl Block. Re. 
a and 
WM. L. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Send de- 
tailed statement with each claim, to secure 
— — and prompt remittance. Refers 


Alger. 
FRANK E- E. ‘ROBSON. 1108-9 Chamber of Commerce 


Refers to Detroit Nat'l Bank. (See card.) 
SAYLES 8 SAYLES. lv a 44 Commercial, 


SNYDER & DUCHARME, 32 Dahl Block. Practice 
all courts. Collections iptly aes 
— a to og ware Co. and 


le"s 
Pair . VAN NZILE 413 413 _ wee Bldg. Personal 


attention given to e collection. Special 
facilities for sstking collections in the State. 
Refers to Detroit a Bank, and Bankers’ 
National k, Chi 


_.J...-+ Wilford Maciem 





Grand 
BoLrwooD ‘8 & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 31 


| Marquette* (M 
| Midland* (Mid 


Beach (Huron) 
| senieoee Marie* ee 


ilding. Refer to Old National 


ape nee Bu 
Grand ens op 
MARK NORRIS, lio ~~ 17 and 18 Norris Building. 
Special att re insurance litigation. 
= PERKINS BIUDKINS. a an —— 
wilding. Reference :— Ci 
TAGGART. WAPPEN & DENISON. 811-817 nid 
gan Trust Co. Bldg. General practice. Cor- 
ration, commercial law and collections. Refer 
to ep Rapids National Bank 
H pten? (oughten).........--.....4 
Cotte | lonis* (Ionia) a y 
Isphemin See - ecoccees 
Jackson (Jackson) FOWREST C. BADG 
102 West Main street. 
Boudeman & Adams 
Lansin ) wee & wood 
Refer to City ks. 
Manistee* ( Manistee) E. Benedict 
‘D. H. Ball 


) 
Mount Pleasant* (Isabella 
Musk: 


(A , "Stoughton 
Pon er 


Refers to ag National Bank 
w* ( 

E. J. DE OREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prac 
tices in all courts. Collections and commercial 
law a specialty. Thoroughly equip collec- 
tion ~~ Refers to Secon 
Bank and Savings Rank of "East Saginaw. 

— eM MORSE, 1-2 Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 

rs to People’s Savings Bank. (See card.) 
woop. t TOSLIN. 5 and 6 Merrill Block, pe 
Court paws Lag Co eae oo civil 
ce. eq collection department. 
Rotor toall Saginawt banks, Circuit Judges, and 
wholesale houses. 
Cc. L. Hall 

..Oren & Webster 

T.C.C ter 

h).R. R. Pealer 3 Geo. E. Miller 

Traverse) . . 


Svargis (St. Joseph) ....... 
Thro Rivers iSt., 7 
Traverse Mr (Gran 
West Bay City (Bay) 
thee Branch* ( 
Ypsilanti iWeshinawh. 


MINNESOTA. 


Albert Lea* (Freeborn)...................- E. C. 
Austin* (Mower) , 
Brainerd (Crow Wing)............-...- 
Canby (Yellow Medicine) 
Duluth’ (St. Louis) 
C. T. CRANDALL, 424 Chamber of Commerce. Mer- 
poy web tion and mining law. Refers 
k of Duluth. (See card.) 
HENRY CARDNER. 211 Torrey Bidg. Attorney 
for Secari Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 
RICHARDSON DAY. Commercial and mortgage 
collections a pent. Refer to any ban 
Duloth, and St. Paul National —_ ly Se 


( 
Long Prairie* ( 
Mankato* (Blue aeniee 
Minn * (Hennepin 
Fl +. FIFIELD, er age Dahon. Mer- 


ie law See card.) 
LAWRENCE. TRUESDALE & CORRISTON (James W. 
Lawrence, Hiram C. " ale, Frank T. Cor- 
riston), 236 to 242 Boston Block. Attorneys 
for First National Bank. 
MERRICK & MERRICK, 736 to 738 Lumber Ex- 
change. Commercial, corporation and insur- 
ne —_ oelitan Trost é ‘ees Refer to 


THE UNITED. CLAIM AGENCIES, Rooms 511 to 513 
Wright Block, 322 to 324 Hennepin ave. A.A. 
Anderson, Attorney, Manager. Collections in 
all parts of America and Europe receive tm 
attention. Practice in ali courts. 
office. Refer to Germania Bank. 


Montevideo* A staat Loe A. Smith 
Moorhead* (Cla: ley) - eocecconcaccaces .Edwin Adams 
Redwing* (Goodhue) -. Hoyt & Johnson 
Rochester* (Olmsted) . Burt W. Eaton 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns). . ..Geo. H. Reynolds 
Saint James* (Weteawen _.Frederic E. Watson 
St. Pau)* (Ramse P .J. F. HILSCHER 

412 New York, Life Build'g. Refers to Merchants’ 


National Bank. (See card.) 
Stone 
Ging i Me & Le 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Aberdeen* (Monroe) 
Canton* (Madison) 
Greenville* aang). 
Greenwood ° Gaene 

Holly Spri 

‘Robinan | 3 ackson* ( 


Rosedale* (Bolivar) 
CHARLES SCOTT. 
of Rosedale. 
MOORE & JONES. 
Vicksburg* (W: 


fon. Scott, President Bank 
2s Se co Bank of Besedete. 
Dabney & 


MISSOURI. 


Ss. M , 504 Temple Block. Refers to Hon. 
Joho F Dillon, New York City. 


(DeKalb) 
Memphis” (Scotland) 
———w (Andrain) 


. LOUIS. 

“JAMES M. LEWIS, Commercial rr Reference: 
Fourth National Bank. 

— ° GRANT, nr Third st. Attorneys 


G. Dun 
GERRIT ti H. Gen BROEK, 304 North Sth st. Refers 
to State Bank. (See card.) 
Savannah‘ eee bewwnseesauny woceece Willis G. Hine 


* 


ALLEN & BARRETT. Refer to Third Nat'l Bank. 
BR s LAMM. Refer to Sedalia _ Bank. 


Springfield” (Greene 


fee ie 


«ae eww eneteeewnee 


Hamilton (Missouia) 


Lewis & Clarke) 
T. E. CRUTCHER Bailey Block. 
N. &S. H. McINTIRE. Gold Block. Commercial 


near C. RUSSELL. Practices in United States 
te Courts. Commercial law, trust funds 

pp Refers to Montana Nat'l Bank. 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)..A. N.C. Bainum 


NEBRASKA. Sikes 
GRIGGS, RINAKER & BBB 


Gage) 
Attorneys for First and Beatrice National 
Benkelman* (Dund. J.S. West 


: ) 
— & AL peg 1104 0 st. Refer to Columbia 
DARNALL, eerarnes oases, ~~ ese Blk. 
Nebraska collectio 
WARWOOD, AMES ~ Sy PETTIS. Atarey for First 





est E. Brown 





(Lauderdale) ......M 
Commercial litigation and yeeeees ~~ * 
atches* (Adams 


as 


(Lincoln) J. 8. Hoagland 
vestssseeesseseee see. B, Putney 
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* (Douglas 

G. H. BURCHARD, Room 919, New York Life Bldg. 
Commercial and Equit litigation. Refers to 
the Omaha Savings 

CHAS. S. LOBINGIER. Refers to Omaha Nat. Bank. 

EDMUND G. ee 411 Karbach Block. Re- 


fers to National, First National and 
German Savings Banks. Charges reasonable. 
WALTERS COLLECTION CO. aneorp. ) First Nation- 
al Bank Building. Chas. E. Wal President. 
I «2 Snsiis ip acacdnecnciunbins H. M. UTTLEY 
Refers to E)khorn Valley Bank. (See card.) 
Sr II, tc cneces cccenhesnes se Thomas L. Hall 
Pawnee City ae wen & Once 
Rising City (Butler)..............-.....---- 





Schuyler” (Gemma) A ERE FP. E.F Wrodeten 
|) 8. C. Langsworthy, Jr 
South Omaha { (Donglas) eabibo mee Kennedy & Learned 
Stanton* (Stauton)......................-- I. N. Vining 
Wagne? (Wayne). ..<.c.cccceseseceses ¥. M. Northrop 
West Point* (Cuming).................- Uriah Branner 
NEVADA. 
I ec, . dcewapsaseectaskes J.B. Egan 
Sl GENIN) decoscsdocceccuencscose T. ¢ 
Reno* (Washoe)...............--..00+-- Baker & Hines 
WEE GREG): cn nnnccocscrcceccceee I. W. Whitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
encccccosescccsoces Geo. W. Stone 
inieesewe seeend Dearborn & Chase 
EE: W.D. vr 
ag 


PEE GE "Send to Frank?in 
Twitchell & Libb 
Send to Somerswort 





Keene* (Cheshire) ............ Batchelder & Faulkner 
Laconia* (Belknap) pectiacehineatnaneie ewell & Stoone 
Baemenster® (Cees). ...5---.cccccccescccss Fletcher Ladd 
Manchester (Hillsboro)...Burnham, Brown & Warren 
Nashua* (Hillsboro) ............. --- William J. McKay 
Newport* (Sullivan)......................-. A. 8. Wait 
Pp th (Rocking! ).......... William H. Paine 
Rochester (Strafford) ............ Send to Somersworth 
Somersworth (Strafford)..............WM. F. RUSSELL 
Refers to Somersworth National and Somersworth 
ng Banks of this city. 
WEE SERUNED 3 os wnccccsncccosesccsed C. E. Wri Be 
eres 
thm JERSEY. 


ividere* (Warren).................- 
Bordentown (Burlington).............. ntrim 
Bound Brook As = aed pwaneiiiess Robert R. La Monte 
ya Gee i ae ‘Fae WEE E. Hildreth 
(Cape May)...... et 
Cape May: (Unie) ee ay) «~~~ TCHARD F. HENRY 
108 Brood street. 
ton* (Hunterdon).............. 
*(Monmouth) ......... FREDERICK 1 PA KER 
Refers to Central National Bank. (See card.) 
Hackensack* (Bergen)..................C. W. Berdan 
ee H. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson) ..Send to R.B.Seymour, J City 
—— (Hudson) Pnetbdovesessodocane Alex. C. Young 


Hudson) 
SOHN H. H. PALMER. Fuller Bldg. wee | attention 
om sates collections and commercial litigations. 
to First National Bank, Jersey ‘ ity. 
R. . SevmouR Sagenenties law and organization 


of corporations in this State. Refers to First 

National Bank. 
Long Branch (Monmouth)............ John W. Slocum 
Matawan (Monmouth)..............- Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris)..............- Willard W. Cutler 
Mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 


Newark* (Essex) 
DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


a ~ ae ° 
GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW CO., 523 Pradential Bldg. 
pee to cel Exchange National Bank, 


GORDON + Se HAMILTON, 791 Broad st. Collections 


10HN “WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
8. and Sa e Court Commissioner. 
New Bremerich (Middlesex) 
Van Cleef, pes, A fm es 
R. Snover 





Orange (Essex: 
— ll cnhdaniadanncsnieesthaiaiel We. We Scott 
] 


Paterson Dares E Herton 

Plainfield (Union)............... REED & CODDINGTON 
Babcock a as. Refers to First National Ban 

Princetem (Mercer). .....2..cccccccccccces F.A. 

a H (Mom eeenttnowwontes acooaess LL. ro 

onmouth)............. pplegate & Hope 

* (Somerset) ........-....-- James L. Griggs 


iton* ‘OMercer) 
“THE” BLECKMAR COMPANY. (C. F. Sanderson.) 
— law and collections. Refers to the 
renton Trust and Safe Deposit Co. 

NEVIN 4. r= we Nad 9 East State st. Collections and 

mercan 
WM. S. MILLS, 144 B. State st. Justice of the Peace; 
Commissioner of Deeds. Collections a specialty. 
Woodbridge ae eS cones EPHRAIM CUTTER 





NEW MEXICO. 
atbeanentt (Bernalillo) ....... THOS. N hy aes 
Refers to the Rank of Commerce of thi is 


Clayton* (Union).......... 
Folsom (Union) a ‘Ban 
* (San Mig W. B. BUNKER 
Refers to First ond San Miguel National Banks. 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).............. George W ——~ 
Socorro* (Socorro) J.D. Brookes 






é NEW YORK. 


Albamy? (Albany) .0000220..-cccsceseses Mills & Bridge 
Amsterdam( Montgouier) Westbrook, Burke & Hoover 
Saeed, (Cayuga) Underwood, Btorke & Seward 
Batavia* (Genesee E. Webster 


1 Broome} 
“7 FORD. Ss. aes. General Practice. Courts. 
Collection 
= SPERRY & VAN ae, Fangs Bank 
t Sfonroe — 
| eee oy onroe , > MER 


BrOGEORGE FE F. ELLIOTT, Garfield Building. 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 26 Court st. Commercial and 
Defel — law. 
io* ( 


CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White 
Bl ollections and corporation law. De 
tions taken. Refer to City Bank. 

CLINTON & CLARK. 24 West Seneca st. Attorneys 

for Bank ot Commerce. 

GENERAL COLLECTION AGENCY OF BUFFALO, 
ie County k Bldg. Geo. 8. Hull, A 
ections and reports. Refera to biaelizy 

Trust & Guarantee Co. and Queen City Bank. 
UNITED sy + ASSOCI TION (Inearp.) 
310 D Morgan Building. Sprague, Meot, 
why & Brownell attorney} s. Collections 


Seat ewww ewes eneaes 


Canandaigua’ (0% {Ontarto)-< = 

( BD) cccccccccccesss 

Catakill* (Geeene) ..........-....... james t Be OLNEY 
Refers to Catekili ene 

Charlotte (Monroe) .................. Send . Rochester 

Corning* (Steuben).................... Wiliams 

Cortland* ( id) . “jouw é "WINSLOW 


Refers to First Nat B’k and Postmaster of Cortland. 
Dansville (Livingston) ..............-...... = G. Foss 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua)...... Stearns & Warner 
Elmira* (Chemung) ..... HERENDEEN & MAN DEVILLE 

Attorneys for State Bank; &)mira Savings Rank ; 

New York State Association of Hardware Jobbers. 

.- Send ° Rochester 
Ray . Bachman 











Glens Falls (Warren) ‘A. Armstrong, Jr. 
Homer (Cortiand).... ..Send to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe Send to Rochester 
Hornellsville (Steuben). . . ‘ 
H PRIUS eccccccccssectetecd F. B. 


pnaiatiawnt AYETTE E. MOYER 
to Bredsteect’ 8 and the ——a Bank. 


Kin 4 (Uleter) pevekes beennane cobl J.@ estbroak 
Loc *(N Disnaoctunndkuabpel Seno Gaskill 
Malone ( k'in) 
JOHN P. KELLAS. Refers to People’s Nat'l Bank. 
FREDERICK 4 PADDOCK. References: Veople’s 


National Bank and Farmers’ National Bank. 


Marathon (Cortland)................. Send to Cortland 
Middletown (Orange) ............... John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon ( —- naman” i. Ceaeteed 
Newburgh (Orange) .................... than Deyo 
New Rochelle { = Hesenrmen oteeéan ioe ¥. Lambden 
YORK* (Now York) 
BOOTH & DEANE, 271 Broadway. General law 


ractice. Collection department. Cornelius 8. 
oe Fang” Refer to N. Y. Herald, Wal- 
oWnE, 3 ts’ Refrigerating, Co,, &e. 

_ BROWN an ot and Third 


Practices 
CARTER, aa ae 3 ‘went: Suite 150-160, 96 
Broadway. and 6 Wall st. "(See card.) 
GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 


MOREHOUSE & pen, see Broadway. Commercial 
RUSSELL, OBINSON 4 WINSLOW, 253 Broadway. 


Consulting Counsel: Building & Loan Associa- 
tiov, Insurance and Corporation Law. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara)................. Ely & Dudle 
Ogaensburg (St. Lawrence) .......... ious! pebvouse 
Nee Melville Keyes 
* (Oswego)......-- eccccecccls We CER 
Owego* (Tioga) Skee Sie sedesenscieseeacbaiell 8. 8. Wallis 
Peekskill (Westchester).................. J. H. Baxter 
aaa John T , cod 
Platts’ SUD <sccacvaced Charlies 
ens BE eccvcscseseuss Ww. M. — a4 


keepsie* hess) 
tr ly _ a. Refers to Fallkill National 
rs & Manufacturers’ Nat'l Banks. 
BENS. vn FowLeR, 56 Market at. Refers to Fall- 
kill and Ci 


ity National Banks. (See card.) 
Rhinebeck (Du: 9g wecdinaseninad Martin Heermance 
SELDEN 8 OR BROWN, 337 338 Powers Bldg. Prac- 
pn te! in be 3 State and — courts. Refers 
National Ban 
CHARLES 1 ROE, 1002-1004 Wilder Building. (See 
card back page.) 
Rome (Oneida)............. suneocepcennns Ph sel Ly Klock 
Salamanaca ¥ ssnntaoneahee 
Sandy Hill (Washington)... ‘@heWWiLLE Mn INGA LSB 
aoe 5 ngs (Saratoga)............ . A. 
ith atemansnded pa pom WHITTAKER 
in Saugerties 








Soh (Schenectady)...........Jacod W. 
Spencerport (on _ peseepene end to Rocheats 


BENEDICT & Aiden, as 418-420 Kirk Block. Rofe 
— oi SARGENT, 82 824-325 Kirk Block. Colles. 
wiLson & WELLS. 8 8 Larned Bldg. Refer to Rank 


of Syracuse. 
Tonawanda (Erie)................. 
Rensselaer 


Lewis T. 
“cIOMN P. GuRtee 


attention given to 


m: 
nancatiameiad AYLESWORTH & SHUMWay 
Refer to Central Bank of Onvida. 





NORTH CAROLINA, 
oO. 8. PY BRADSHAW. Refers to Commercial Ng 
k. High Point. 


*c WAMMER, 


Notary Public. Refer to Ny 


aS Bank of High Point, N. Siciet 
Ashbeville* (Buncombe 


Carthage* (Moore) .. 


Charlotte* (Mecklenburg) a cesesese 
Practice in all courts. Refer ~ Commercial Ng 
tional and First National Banks 


Durham‘ (Durham). . 


Fayetteville* (Cumberland)..JNO. W. 


E. Carter, 


ino. W. ‘iinsALE Collec 


- CLARKSON & DULS 


-Shepherd, Mannin 


Foushee 
W. HINSDALE Col- 


lections 
Greenshere* > wed Pon cencnecddseue Dilland & King 
Mt Airy (Surry emerges Us 
t ( D moncccccdcocessesedsu eo. _ 
New Berne* (Craven)................----- 
Raleigh* (Wake).. ” NO. W. HINSDALE. Collections 
Shelby (Cle iis amntsinneninaneiall Gidney & Webb 
Wille* (Iredell) .......ccccces. — & . 
ee Wilkes} ouccceenéssesbibenal 
* (New Hanover)..........P. a. ‘WaNnine 


ae to any bank jn Wilmington. 


Winston* (Forsythe) 
Prompt attention 
for First Nat. Bank. 











WATSON & BUXTON 


ven to all business. Attorneys 
Refer to all Winston banks. 


sa DAKOTA. 


* (Summit) 
E. Cc. HOUSEL, 109 South Howard st., Rooms | & 2 
Special attention given to collections and com- 





merejal law. Refers to First National Bank. 
WELSH & SAWYER. Refer to Akron Savings Bank 
and Second National Bank. 
AamseGS CATE) 20.0. oc cccccvcvecsccvccsages 
Ashtubula (Astabula vue We 
Bacyrus* (Crawford). . oy Vollrath 
— a —— ; ..D. ——- 
(Guernsey) ........-+-+-se0ee- 
Canton* estar euctudetdabea: boalnase FRANK P. KIB 
Refers to the Farmers’ Bank. (See card.) 
Carrollton* (Carroll)..............-+ Holker & 
Chillicothe* (Ross). ...........-.-.- Albert Douglas, Jr. 


INCINNATI* (Hamilton) 


COBB & ery ey 
—— 


er Building. a 
lection ¢ Refer 


Second ay Fourth National Ban 
COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION. 35 Seatth Bldg. 
— J. hen gy Mgr. J. 
‘omom: corporation, i 
collections. References: Any bank, a = 
nent wholesale house in the city. 
BENJAMIN H. COX, 54 West Fourth at. Corpora- 


ercial litigation. 
oak 


- Kelley, ——— 


Refer to Merch- 


ational 
JOSEPH Ca COX, Jr., Room 22, Chamber of Commerce 
— to Fourth and Merchants 


‘Ban 
paviD JAS. DAVIS. St. Paul Building. 
National Co. (See 
—_ _ 
iithes 8 
aliens bvossemed Sam 


Circ’ eville* (Pic 


Cleveland 
JAS. M. WILLIA 


aw 


Collecting 
LEVY, Chamber 


Manager 
. Building. 


uitable National Bank, Members of 


Clearing House. 
uel 


W. Courtright 


st. Commercial 
tions. Refers 


collections. 
and Union National Banks and Savings 


& Trust Co. 
JOHN 0. hae ~; Block. Refers to 
a, —t. al Bank. 


OO TARNHART 


e reakiiay 
& ome 


THOMPSON CARTER. 4a ecaerie eel, South High 
st. | Roferences:— Merchan ufacturers’ 
— Sa oe Tr & oo ere 


ARRY. WILSON, 
” mv a iL and t-—L¥ * , a Sachi. 
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es 
Daytons Gettysburg* (Adams)............-..-.... eo. Benner | Columbia* (Richland).............. Francis H. Weston 
. E. Caen gett Davie Bids. Collections and com- | Greensburg* (Westmoreland).. ...... G.8 Rumba reenville* (Greenville) 
mercial law. (See card back page.) Harrisburg” (Daupbin)........... Meade D. Det COMMERCIAL a Law RseeclATION, _Resetnaies, 

c.W. DUSTIN, aoe pr oe. Refers to Merchants’ | Hazelton (Luserne).......-------- T. HOWARD PARDOE Mooney & Earle, Coanest. = 
National Ban W. P. Callahan & Co. Commercial collections promptly attended to. Re- py ym law and poe wong 

GOTTSCHALL, BROWN. A G Cenerens, Odd Fellows’ fers to Ma kle Banking & Trust Co. y bank, or prominent wholesale 
Tem Refer to all banka.  pemonrtear? 5 (Blair)...............Rebert W. Smith Sense & in the ‘ity. 

GEO. H. Wooo. 38-39 Callahan Bank Bldg. Colleo- | Honesdale* (Wayne)...............+--- E. o. = geburg* (Orapgeburg)........... P.T . Hildebrand 
tions and commercial law a special a Johnstown (Cambria’. seccceccesccces pe an oo, (Spartanburg). REIT Nicholls & Jones 
to the am ne Bank and the N. T Lancaster* (Lancaster).............-- WM. Aa. ELLER 

Defiance’ (Defiance)............----+++. M. E. OncUTT Refers to People’s National Bank, Lancaster Trust = DAKOTA. 
a lew "and collections. Refers to Defiance Co. and People’s ‘Trust Co. berdeen* cose -+------.-E. T, TAUBMAN 
Lebanon* (Lebanon)...............-«-- Capp & Schock —— Orne. 'B. and Bidg. & Loan Ass’n of Dak. 
aaees NO ten) nen cesedened ened Horace A. Reeve | Lewistown" (Mifflin)................. Howard O. Lantz | B t (Walworth) painadeen prcacdetantobibia W. R. Green 
json (Tuscarawas) ..........-....-+- A. W. ELSON | Lock Haven* (Clinton) ............ J. R. YOUNGMAN | Canton* (Lincoln)...................... M. E. Rudolph 

Refer to Dennison Deposit Bank. mercial matters given qjeuee .—~—~ Uhamberilain* (Brule)................-.-- C. C. Morrow 

Eaton’ (Preble)....... --.-+-+-+++2-+5 Edmon se Mauch Chunk* (Carbon) .........-....Fred Bertolette | Deadwood* (Lawrence) ..............- Coe & Edmonds 
P CLAUD) cocdnccodecocsss IRVING H. GRISWO McKees: (Allegheny)................ => = Be Christy | Flandredu* Cieety Rinne sebvenente HARRY D. JAMES 
Collections a specialty. Refers to First National | Meadville* (Crawtord)...... e Refers to M hd Bank 
Bank. (See card.) Milton (Northumber er “FRANK M.R R | Hot Springs* (Fall River)............... Loomis 8. Cull 
Findlay* (Hancock) ............---.- W. H. y Refers to the Milton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. Huron* ( RSET eee Se John L. Pyle 
Fremont* (Sandusky) .. ondesaaddanceue Mount Carmel (Northumberland) .........W. B. Faust | M PUR cnnatidenddcataatabes . Beaman 
Galion (Crawford)............-------++«+ J. W. Co S Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland)......... Nevin A. Cert | Mitchell* (Davisan)...............-.-- H * Hitchcock 
PGR (LADEN cacccce coecececcoesasessoess See + New Castle* (Lawrence).................. W. H. FALLS | Mound City* (Campbeil)................ 
Greenville* (Darke).... .......... Knox, Martz & Refers to National k of tesene Coun’ ( Diassesegakkddcdaanabneal March 
Hamilton‘ (Butler)............-.-...-- Beldon & Fitton | Norristown* (Montgomery). .... F. DANNEHOWER Rapid City* (Pennington)........... cits, w. BROWN 
Hillaboro* (Highland).....................- O. N. Sama | Oil City (Venango).................-...-. Wm. McNair ey to Pennin; County Kank. 
ironton* (Lawrence).............-.-..-- A. it Johnson (Philadelphia SIOUX FALLS*( haha) 
Jeckeon* (Jackson) ............-------+++- . E. Downs A.J. &l.3. BAMBERGER, 606 Chestaut st. General AIKENS, BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minne- 
BREE? CHEREEEED coccccccccccccccocccess VU. W. Squire practice, comme: "law and collections. Refer habs and Sioux Falls Nat'l] Banks. (See card.) 
Lancaster* (Fairfield)...................- J.B. MeNeill ad’. Commercial National Bank and John Wana- U.S. G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust Co. and 
Bee? (AEB) cc ccccccccccccccccce Cable & Parmenter aker, ianciseus, 1 and H. B. Claflin Co., N.Y. Minnehaha National Bank. 
ND a cacudocssesasconsibas ; Dd or CARR & ee eee Provident Bldg. Collections ery & GLOVER. Refer ar to Dakota National 
Lorain (Lorain) .........-.--++--+-0--0-- lyria a specialt * rcial law, real estate, con- nion National Ban! 
Manatield* (Richland)......... cummings . mee DE veyancing. BB ns office. References b = KIRBY I MERCANTILE AGENCY. ' Law and collections. 

Collections a sapere (See card.) mission: Tradesmen's a ational Bank; fer to an in the city. 

SN CRIED, ccccccnccssccetcccecesi J. ¥. McNeal why y & Co., C. M. Bailey's Sons & ce Watertown* (Coddington)..............- John Nicolsor 
Marysville* (Untea).. onebduesendsaonaie J.E Griffith + a cad S Co., The Janew ay Co. and Carey Yankton (Yankton)...................- French & Orvis 
Massillon* (Stark)........... ease, Baldwin & Young es of the National Wall Paper Co. 
I  scne ncqdadcickdeneboniel Jos. Andrew | 1. R. POASseL —) Drexel Bldg. Corporation, com- TENNESSEE. 
Middletown (Butler)................ Doty & Todhutter ee law and collections. Kefers to P. P. | Bristol* (Sullivan).................... & Haynes 
Mount Vernon" (Knox)............... Cooper & Moore cashier Nationa] Bank of Republic. rownsville~ (Haywood)..............- J. W. E. Moore 
Smnee, (Asking)... ..cccccccscccccesece ws Re NORTON “ NORTON, 1326 Chestnut st. Law and | Charlotte* (Dickson) ARLE I Cen” S W. L. Cook 
New Philadelphia (Tuscarawas) ........ collections. Reliable correspondents in all ooga* (Hamilton) 

liections and commercial law. hetons = ~_ large cities. Refer to Commonwealth Title T. P. CHAMLEE & BRO., 7 and 11 McConnell Block. 

change Bank | Insurance & Trust Co. Refer to South Chai oom Savings Kank. 

I, cic dgvebeuscanacesid A. M. Beattie JAS. C. SELLERS, Drexel Kidg. Refers to Provident COOKE, SWANEY & COOKE, 300-303 Richardson 
Piqua (Miami)..............-- Life & Trust Co. Bl dg g. Refer to First and Third Nat'l Banks. 





-Jamison & Davis 
Portamouth’ (Scioto) é 








Ravenna* (Portage) W. Maxson | 
Ripley (Brown) . . W. D. Youn 
Sandusky* (Erie). Phinney & Merrill 






D Ja" (Clark)... 
Steubenville (Jeflerson 


HENRY SE BUNKER, 318 Madison street. Refers to 
B treets’ A gency. 
THOMAS DUNLAP, 508 National Union Building, 
Huron st. Kefers to Second National Bank. 
Uhrichsville (Tuscarawas) 
Urbana™ (Champaign) ° 
VanWert* (Van Wert).................- G. L. MARBLE 
Refers to Vau Wert National Bank. 
SE” CRUE ccccccacncccoccatesed Jno. M. Stull 
Washing'onC. H.* (Fayette). Hidy, Patton & Marchant 


Wimington* (Clinton) .................. G. P. THORPE 
Refers to any bank in the county. 

Youngstown* (Mahoning)........... J. CALVIN EWING 
Collections a spevialty. (See card.) 

Zanesville* (Muskingum)...........Howard E. Buker 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
El Reno (Canadi«n) Baxter & Severy 
Gathrie* (Logan)................. Thomas H. Cuppage 
Kingfisher* ( Kingfisher) BOYNTON & smiin 
fers to Bank of Kingfisher and a Bank. 
Newkirk* (Kay) het: Rouse 
Norman* (Cleveland) kip dutes stubictiaaaln 


Okiahoma* (Oklahoma)........... GALBRAITH & cant 

SEE” CORIDD coccbccnedensesecssese coces UC. H. Wynn 

Gullwater* (Payne). ...............0- Siecling P. King 
OREGON. 

In cacndcsaccehecsadene A. R. Kanaga 

NR canna cnncacecaeséaisece eo. B. Davis 


Portland" (Multnomah) 
EMMONS & EMMONS, 609 to 612 Chamber of Com 


merce Buildi 
JOHN T. WHALLEY 415 5 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 
(See card.) 

Gilem® (Marion) .......0000.ccceseseeed John A. Carson 
The Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, Huntington & Wilson 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Walsatmesedesecsee H. L. Christy 


Allentown* (Leh 
MORRIS L. KAUFFMAN. Refers ty Lehigh Valley 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
JAS. L. SCHAADT, Dist Attorney fur Lehigh county. 
fers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 
meyer ) 
S$. LEISENRING. Commercial Law and Collec- 
‘tions distinctively. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of Altoona. 
HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 & 7, Nicholson Bldg. 
Reters to First National Bank 


Allegheny* tLenfen ) 


Beaver Falls (Beaver) ............. Gilbert L. Eberhart 
REGNe CUETO)... cccccccccavessacs ver & Dale 
Bradford (McKean)............... McSweeney & B 
Brookville* (Jefferson) ................ John M. W 
Chambersburg” (Franklin)............... J. pe. indwig 
Chester (Delaware) ................---.- A.A hran 
Clearfield* (Clearfield) . . --ROLAND D. * SWOOPE 
Refers to the Bradstreet Co. 
Connellsville (Fayette)............-.2.- Wm. A. Hogs 
Easton* Giertanpeen) Cabiectugulla Henry D. Maxw 
PD. ci cckmises | ebanciounee orce & Yard 
Franklin Qe re E. H. Lamberton 








WAGNER & nt ny 251 South Fourth st. Refer to 
R. G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
any office. 

ITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 
= BRIEL, 94 Diamond st. Refers to Anchor 


Bank. 
SAMUEL CF GRAHAM, - bot ng ave. Commercial, 
ie robate law and c 
MA ae a MERCHANTS’ orepenes, 91 
have. J.G. Fouse, Pres't; I. K. Becht 
See'y & Treas.; C. P. Ashcom, ‘ha Collec- 
— — reporting. Refer to Columbia Na 


i. K, WALLACE. Refers to Farmers’ Deposit Na- 


Bank 

Pottaville* (Schuylkill)................$. B. EDWARDS 
Reading* (Berks)...............-- .H. A. Zieber 
Ridgeway* (Elk)................--- George A. Rathbun 


Scranton* (Lackawanna 
PATTERSON & WILCOX. Refer to Traders’ National 
and First National Banks. 
© C. RANCK, 136 Wyoming ave. (See card.) 
SANDO, Dime Bank Bidg. Refers to Dime 
ye & Discount Bank and Scrauton Savings 
Bank & Trust Co. 

C. S. WOODRUFF, New Republican Bldg. Refers 
to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 
National Bank. 

Sunbury* (Northumberland) HARRY S. KNIGHT 

Refers to Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 


Williamsport, Pa. 
Uniontown* (Fayette).................H. L. Robinson 


Warren* (Warren)...............-.-- Hinckley & Rice 
Washington” (Washington),........... Barnett & Linn 
Watsontown (Northumberland) ..... Send to Sunbury 
Wellsboro* (Tioga). ...........----. Meriick & Young 
West Chester* (Chester) ........ .- JAMES C. SELLERS 


Refers to Nat. Bank of nommeenie County 
Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne)..............J05EPH MOORE 
Refers to People’s Bank. 
Williamsport* (Lycomin HICKS & SPENCER 
Refer to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Nevin M. Wanner 


> 
RHODE ISLAND. 
ee Sy ae peddnwedaede scenencatets P. She —_ 

ewport* (Newport).............. o We e! 

Pawtucket (Providence). . enks 
Providence* (Providence) .. “JOHN EnAsius TESTER 
Commissioner for New York. Patents. Collections 
Warren (Bristol) Charles B. Mason 
Westerly (Wa+hington) Albert B. Crafts 
Woonsocket (Providence) . . ..Chas. F. Ballou 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Samuel Norris 






BERGE CARED. 0c cccddc sc cccccececcs TS Bros. 
Beaufort* —— mane I. Verdier 
Camden* (Kershaw) ..................-- o L. Winkler 


CHARLESTON (Char: 


COMMERCIAL LAW. “ASSOCIATION, 24 Broad st. 
Murphy, Fassaw & Legare, Counsel. Com- 
mercial, ‘corporation, insurance law and collec- 
tions. References: Any bank, or prominent 


wholesale house in the city. 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P. U. Box 156. Refer to 
any in city. Council for State Savings 
Bank. (See card on this page and on back cover.) 
SMYTHE & LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to Exchange 
Banking & ‘Trust Co. and Bank of Charleston 


ee 3 POTTER, 234 Richardson Block. Refer 
G. Dun & Co., Chie ac 
Ww. s. SMALL, 49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third 
National Bank 


Clarksville* (Mon: gomery)............ 

Columbia (Maury) ftuiam a 

Jackson” (Madison)...............- WILLIAM G. LYNN 
General practice but special service given com- 
— — Refers to First National Bank. 


Knoxville 
CORNICK & a HENDERSON, Deaderick Bldg. Special 
service given mercantile litigations. 
INGERSOLL & PEYTON. (See card top margin of 


1.) 

Mon * (Shelby) 
ENRY CRAFT, 33 Madison street. Attorney for 
Union and Planters’ Bank, Uliver. FinnieGrocer 
Co. and Equitable Assurance Society of New 

York. Refers to Mechanics’ National 
New York; First National Bank, Chicago. 
Commercial — and collections a specialty. 
Notary an issioner in office. 

MYERS & BANKS. Second st. Attorneys for 
State National Bank, Special attention to col 
Refer to Chemical National Bank 


of New York. 
J. A. WEBB, 19 West Court st. Rates toate 
Co. 


;vidson) 

LEMUE R. CAMPBELL, Cole Building. Refers to 
American National Bank and Union Bank & 
Trust Co. of this city. 

E. C. PYLE, Vanderbilt Law Bldg. Commercial 
matters receive special attention. Kefers to 
Umon Bank & Trust Co. & Phillips-Buttorft 
Manufacturing Co., of Nashville. 


Sparta’ (Whi . anncitaddadentdnanaaclhd os _—_ T. Allen 
Waverly a... sual ‘R.T. Shanes 
TEXAS. 

Abilene i pose ecocnceceesess Cookreil & Cock 
Atlanta (Cass)............ Khia Howard O'Neal 
Austin* (Travis) inca Gaiiiantstiatiinmad A. S. WALKER, Jr 


Refers to City National Bank of Austin and Sweet: 
ser, Pembrook & Co. Dry Goods House, New 


York city. 
Brownwood* (Brown)....-------------- ar P. WORK 
Collections made in any part ik 
Cameron (Milam) ..............-.-- “s. I HENDERSON 
Reters to Milam County Bank of Cameron. 
Cleburne* (Johnson) .................- vis & 
Coleman* (Coleman)... ......:...... Randolph & Web 
Corsicana” Se ere G. W. ly 


* (Dallas) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION,308-310Exchange 
Bank Building. Field, Brown & Camp, Coun- 
sel. Commercial, corporation, insurance law 
ban collections. References: tne dity bank, or 

minent wholesale house in 

MERCHANT COMMERCIAL AGENCY. 231 Thain st. 
W. B. Merchant, counsel ‘Adjust, secure and 
collect past due claims in all ~ ae Ne Texas. 
T WANN. erican Nati 

WIRT MANN. National sashenge Bank ‘Building. 

Refers ati f Commerce. 


STONEWALL TINGLE, North Texas Bank Bldg. 
Commercial, corporation and land law. Funds 





National Banking Ass'n, Charleston. (See card.) 


loaned. (See card.) 
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Denton* (Denton)...... etdonteccihbbeae . oe 

indies dthndavanal Send to Terrell, Tex 
El Paso* (E) Paso).............. Davis, Kemp & Beall 
Pay (Kaufmaa)............... Terrell, Tex 
Fort Worth* (Tarrant) 


PARKER, ne 5 wl & SMITH, 11536 Main st. 
Commercial 1 aw and collections. 
THEODORE MACK. Box 593. Refers to First Nat. 
Bank of Al » 
SE da uGbicesacéhe unwed Davis & Harris 
Galveston) 
M. L. MALEVINSKY, League Building. Prompt 


EDGAR WATKINS. . Cor. 22d & Mechanics sts. 


Refers to Weekes, ‘MoCarthy & Co., bankers. 
Gatesville* (Coryell) ...................- 3. E. WALKER 
Reters to First and City National Banks. 
Greenville* = Piptodasaucsascssandpisiens D. H. Ross 
Hillsboro‘ ins shaneniquenaibnee nwt & , amew 
Houston* ( i encetiniy Giemnkncantinl 
ast eee patiieK & “CAMPBE 
San <ooee ed Tom a - Joseph § J 
(Tom Green) ......... cer, Jr. 
San " a 
C. A. KELLER, Kampmann Building. (See card.) 
JAMES ROUTLEDGE.” Commercial ana lend law a 


. Refers to San ane Nat’) Bank. 
WOLFE & HARE 


Sherman (Grayson) ................-.- 
cial law. Collections a = Attor- 
neys a oe City Bank of Sherman. 
Se. sien a cscickastbecescsesas 
Terrell ( “REESE Ee ee e" A. WILSON 
Refers to ne National Bank. 
2 OS eee W. S. Herndon & Sons 
aco* (Mc 


Lennan) 
PRENDERGAST & EVANS, Provident Bldg. Prac- 
se a. Attorneys for Waco State 


to all banks. 
ROBERT. i. ROGERS. Practice (Civil Law only) 
courts. Refers to all banks of Waco. 
J. B. SCARBOROUGH, Provident Bldg. Commer- 
,_ corporation ‘and land litigation in State 


and Federal Courts a specialty. Refers to any 
bank in the city. 
Waxahachie‘ (Ellis)..................- J. E. 
Weatherfurd* (Parker). ................-. H. L. Mooeley 
Wichita Falls (Wichita) antes spddainig@ateas J. H. Barwise, Jr 
UTAH. 
I i iiacinasciiecpihantettiagaiid 
BP REE nwsncccncccccssoceas Evans: a ROGERS 
First National Bank Building. (See card.) 
7 (Utah ie Swasey PRESS S. K. KING 
ttorneys for Swase: Martin, bank ~_ 
Sait Lake" (Sal di 
BOOTH, TEE & & GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 


Block. Commercial liti tigation especially. 
JONES & SCHROEDER. Entrance, Room 100 Com- 
—s - wae 9 Refer to any "jobbing house or 


LooFBoUROW. & RAHN, Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, Com- 
Block. Corporation and mining law; 
ponents litigation and collections. Attor- 
ne ad for Bank o Salt Lake. References in all 
cities upon application. 
NYE aa ARMSTRONG, 102-103 Commercial Block. 
—— and ‘commercial law; No in 
fice. Refer to National Bank of Republic. 
FRANK Lanny Rooms 306-307 McCornick Bldg. 
rney for McCornick & Co., bankers. 
RICHARD B. SHEPARD. 37 to 40 Commercial Block. 
— to Utah National Bank and Justices ot 
reme Court of Utah. 
INO” L TAYLOR. Makes profitable investments 
for those having money toloan. Practices in 
all courts of record State and Federal. 





VERMONT. 
Barre (Washington)... -..-. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................. L. 
. Brattleboro Sarre ‘ i & Stoddard 
Montosher=(Washington. Dillingham, B Hased owiand 
Northfield (Weahington) el icohsauiiaceksientel D. Edgerton 
Rutland *(Rutland).................. Geo. A. Bri —_ 
St. Albans* (Franklin)............-.... E. A. ASH 
Collections promptly attended 
St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia)............ H. A. Farnham 
oodstock* (Windsor)............ French & Southgate 
VIRGINIA. 
Alexandria* (Alexandria). ............. Samuel G. Bent 
* (Albemarle)...........-.. Frank Ld 
(Alleghen YJ) ecccccccoees- Duncan & Kin 
Saneinis Piel are. WITHERS & WITHER 
Refer to er a Bank, Planters’ National 


Bank and Bank of -. 


Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) ....Marye & Fitzhu 
Harrisonburg* (Rockin, a. posite ak JOHN E. ROLLER 
“(Rockbri SD nclibpeimeede Letcher & Letcher 
ijoaon (Cam yell jo>cnnidewh J. EMORY HUGHES 
Attorney for Traders Bank. 
(Chestertield).......-..-.- Wm. I. Clopton 
Ne News* (Warwick)............- R. G. Bickford 
Norfolk* (Norfolk 


) 
COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, $8 Main street. 
Fentness & Agelasto. Counsel. Commercial, 
ration, insurance law and collections. 
References: Any bank, or prominent whole- 
ouse in the city. 
LEO IU TUDSON.. 100 Main st. Collections throughout 
‘and North Carolina. Refers to Nor- 
Me National and City National Banks. 
Petersburg (Dinwiddle)............ Davis & McIlvaine 
P ortemouth* (. MND 5 cnonccccteteversss J. F. Crocker 





ond* (Henrico: 
JAMES LYONS 1a East Main st. (P. O. Box 269.) 
Refers to National Bank of V: 
weg em & DAWSON, 1002 E. 
tile collections and 
obtained; de 


hag —_ 


tions taken. ey 


8. 5.P P. PATTES N. Refers to the State 
are (Roanoke),..............--. JOEL H. of 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. Refers 
to First National Bank. 
Staunton* (A D eencosdcesnedseccns A. C. BRAXTON 
Refers to National Valley Bank, Staunton. 
Snffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 
WASHINGTON. 
| reer 
ng (Columbia Swasscosse 
e ( 
North Yakima‘ (Yakima) 
Oakesdale (Whi a OT 
Olympia t 1-2 First — Bank 
e SC Ls chavchvence 
Port coer (Jefferson 
Pullmann (Whitman). ... 
Seattle* alg inibh dhcomnn's 5S eee duadl WecLURE. aa BA: $ 
413 to 416 New York Block. 
* (Snohomish) ........ anheeaed John B. Ault 
Spokan 


R. J.  DARSON 1 13 & 14 Granite Bldg. Commercial, 
real estate and ery law a specialty. Refers 
to Exchange Nat. and Commercial Sav. Banks. 

WM. A. HUNEKE, 19-20 "First National Bank Bldg. 


EASTERDAY. & enereneey, Bernice Bldg. Refer 


any bank in the 
HANSEN & & oe sas Berlin Bldg. Commer- 
w. Refertoany bank here. 
MUanAY a & CHRISTIAN, Merchants’ B g. Refer to 
k of Tacoma and Scandinavian-American B'k. 


Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)........ Blandford & Gose 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Charleston* (Kanawha)..COUCH, FLOURNOY & PRICE 
Attorneys for Kanawha Nati onal Bank, R. G. 
Dun & Co., &c. 






Charlestown* Jefferson) esceccaenssn Austin M. Locke 

Clarksburg” ( Jeccccccccccceccces -.. w. eee 

Fairmont* (Marion) .. 

Grafton* (Taylor).................- “TRA £ ROBINSON 
Refers to — Mechanics’ Sa voy Bank. 

Huntington" EE scakownaaed VINSON & THOMPSON 
Attorneys for ey isi National Bank. 

Jackson C. H.* (Jackson) ..............-. arren Miller 

Martinsburg* = SEES. Faulkner & Walxer 


*HUTCHINSON. HI HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chiet 
Counsel in West t Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 


Co. (See cari.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason) ............... J. $. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ N. C. PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Wellsburg* Croeke) bbisennaedunanandoen H. C. Hervey 


beter ty 
a. suiTH, 1421  etpeaanad st. Commercial litiga- 


mean nape WINGERTER. Collections a special- 
ty. Refers to People’s Bank. 






WISCONSIN. 
Appleton* (Outagomie) ... H D.R 
As ~ and gate A E. Dizon 





Refers to the First National Bank. 


Janesville (Rock) 
FETHERS (0. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & FIFIELD (C. L.) 
Attorneys for t National and Merchants 
& Mechanics’ paw fn Banks: Special collec- 
tion department. 


Kenosha* (Kenosha).... WALTER MARSHEL COWELL 





Kewaunee‘ (Kewaunee) ..........-....John Wattawa 
La Crosse* (La Crosse). Losey & Woodward 
Madison* (Dane). ...... erman Pfund 
Marinette* (Marinette) B. F. Simpson 
MILWAUKEE* (Milw 


aukee) 
— wy ee 513 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers to 


onal Ban 
A. 3. “EIMERMANN, Metropolitan Block. Refers to 
Second Ward Sav. ry ty wey OO 
ERNEST S. MOE. } 164 & 165 New Insurance ldg. 
RUBLEE A. COLE, § Mercantile collections and Gen- 
eral practice. Refer to First National Bank. 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag”)...........-.. wae wed & HILTON 
Attorneys forthe National, German-American Bank 
and South Side Exchange Banks. 

Portage* (Columbia)........-...-.-----+--- 






Pate GRO on bicecevegsecsccseces jonN W. owen 

Refers to Union N.B.and Commercial & Savings Bk. 
Stevens’ Point* (Portage). --Cate, Jones & Sanborn 
ee ( GIBB) .cocccccccccccccs See West Su — 


Waupace” CWO a ccevissvccesccsocs Irving P. Lord 
(Marathon). vara iy oe 


West Su (Douglas B. ARNOLD 
nals se tenner” of Gatinsiad and ‘superior Na- 
tional Bank. 

















leet - WYOMING. 
( orn)..... Béakhsessennnal W. S. COLL) 
Refers to First rh ec. - 
Buffalo* (Johnson).......... secccccccces Cc. H. Poult 
Casper* (Na PaSancscasnscedsivbtctes C. B. Bradley 
Cheyenne* he oy NE EE eS E. W. Many 

PEENOID << ccveccscescces -++-Leroy H. Whits 
Lander* (Fremont) -.............---++++2- E. H. Fours 
Laramie* (Albany).............. cvccces N. E. Corthel] 
Newcastle* (Weston)...............--.-.. Griggs Bros 
Rawlins* (Carbon)...........-..++. Sraig & Chatterton 
Rock Springs* (Sweetwater)..........-.. C. C. Hamlin 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)................. E. E. Lona 
Sundance* (Crook) ..........+.-.ceeseeeeee- Le 

CANADA. 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 


ame ge ae ork)..... saiatnenhetnl 
estmoreiand) ... 
Be deknt | (St. John) 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 





St. Johns (St. Johns).............. ae-e--J. & J. Kent 
NOVA SCOTIA. 
Royal* (Annapolis)........ Ww. M. DeBlois 


fa FAX* (Halifax) 
HARRIS, HENRY ‘s CAHAN. (Robert E. Harris, 
g C.; William A. Henry, L L.B.; Charles 
Cahan, L.L.B. ) Solicitors of Merchant’ 
and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections ; 
eee, marine and admiralty practice; 


ROSS.  MELLISH & meee eg | Ney Bedford Row. 
Refer to Halifax Baokin 

RUSSELL, ROSS & RUSSE $2 ‘Bedford Row. 
en, Ritchie, Parker & Chisholm. Attorneys 
for Bank of Nova Scotia. 

Sydney* (Cape Breton)............ A. 3. G. MacECHEN 
Commercial law and commercial correspondence a 
naw, (See card.) 

armouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sens 


ONTARIO. 
P GR coccnncanssasennn ans nene Edwin 
y- 
Kingston (Fron caae ens eseamencel FRANCIS KING 
itor for oe tirana & Co. and for the Kings. 
ton Board of Trade. 
 — (uisdiesex). --- MAGEE, McKILLOP & MURPHY 
gow .; James B. McKillop, Thomas 
urphy 
Ottawa (Carleton). MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McKAY 
—, . a - , gg ne and 
LORTO" (York) ts. er to tawa. 
eer 0 


BLACKSTOCK. NESBITT, CHADWICK & 
EATIDDELL H. Beatt 
stock, Geo. Le Bisskstonk, 


Galt, W 
.—— Grier, Armatrong, R. 
W. Beatty.) elicitors for Bank of 
Toronto, Board of Trade and -~ Neiemars cana 


(Mercantile Agency 
ae = = ety ay a ‘SW THWE. 1s King st., West. 


‘or Bank of 

LAIDLAW, KAPPELE : BICKNELL, t , Bank 
citors for Imperial Rank of Canada. 
Windsor . &. aeaeet: Patterson, Leggatt & Murpby 

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
Charlottetown* (Queens).......... FRED W. L. moons 

Particular attention to collections m all parts of 

the Province. Refers to Merchants’ Bank 

Summerside* (Prince) ..............-.---- John H. Beld 


— 
MONTREAL* (Mon 
ATWATER & MACKIE, ‘1 St. James st. Attorneys 
for and refer to Bank of Nova Scotia, Montreal 
and Eastern Townsbips Bank. Sherbrooke, 
Que. Mercantile collections, depositions. and 
general practice. Keliable correspondents 
throughout Canada 
BURROUGHS & BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 
614 New York Life Bidg. 
meer DAVIDSON & HOGLE (Robt. D. MeGib- 
; Peers Davidson, Arthur F. Hogle), 
— rk. Life —— 7 Solicitors for Merchants’ 
Bank of Halfax ss Car Co., Manufac- 
turers’ Life InsuranceCo., 

W. A. WEIR, 138 St. James st. “Tiss to Banque 
Ville Marie. 
Quebec* (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
BRITISH COLUMBIA. 

Nanaimo (Nanaimo) 

New Westminster (Westminster) . Eckstein & ote 
Vancouver (Vancouver)..........-.------ eS 

Victoria* (Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Heke 

MANITOBA, 

| nme (Brandon). .......... Henderson & Matheson 

e La Prairie* (PortageLaPrairie)...S. R. Wright 

Wi OG (DERICK) 220-000 ccccccccccccostecssaceeees 

sbeecnsoccun M id, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 


. M. Yarwood 


NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 
Malgary* (Alberta)............---.-+--. W. L. Bernard 
Edmonton (Alberta) .........-.... 8. S. & H. C. Taylor 
Regina (Assiniboia)............... Hamilton & Robson 

ENCLAND. 
LONDON (Middlesex)....NAPOLEON ane & CO. 
81 Gracechurch st., E.C. Solicitors of the Supreme 


Court. Paris office—16 Place Vendéme. 
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geoms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


attention to Commanstel, Corporation and 
Special Insurance 
Ala. and the 


Pade in al he Couriaof Birman 

tne ar h- 
‘or m 

out the State, - 











CALIFORNIA, 


ED WARD A. HOLMAN, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
OAKLAND, CAL. 





References :- First National Bank and Ca!ifornia Loan & 
Trost Company. 
ALBERT S. LONGLEY, Attorney at Law, 


Law Bailding, Les Angeles, Ca!. 
a and Corporation Law; Estates of non residents 
" les and 


Investments and ceneral law business. 
References :—t‘irst National sank of Los Ange! 

National Bank of California; Second and Fourth National 

Banks, Cincinuatl, Ohio 


COLORADO, 


COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO, 
JAMES E. McINTYRE, 
Attorney at ’ Law, 


ion, Mercantile and Realty Law. _mauaes 
facilities for Collections and Depositi 


Refers to First National and EI Paso County 1 Banks. 




















ILLINOIS, 
MARK C. FARR, 


Attorney aud Counselor, 
Sailte 610, 36 Lasalle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 




















Special attention given to settlements and adjustments 
without court litigation. 


ie References given when required. 








D. W. SHOUDY, 
Attorney at Law, 


Notary in Uttice. ROCKFORD, ILL. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Refers to People’s Bank. 


INDIANA, 


105 Summer St., BOSTON, MASS. 


Counsel of the 
INTERSTATE LAW CO 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 
Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal Courts. 


Bank — on a 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 
Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS & COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Boston Representative af the 
Aanociated Law and Collection Offices. 
BEVERLY K. MOORE, Pres’t and Manager. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 


W. W. Ricg. 


Henry W. Kine 
Notary 


Public. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Woercester, Mass. 
PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Especial attention ey to Cor; tion, Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent Law and Litigation a specialty. 
A a Department in the Uffice well organized. 
Stenographers and T — in office give attention 
to the: taking of deposi 
Refer to any Ban« or aunties House tn Worcester. 








Cuas. M. Rics 








MICHIGAN, 








Send your Michigan Collections to 
THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 28, Buhl Building, 
DETROIT, - MICHIGAN. 


METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 


References :—Dime Savings Rack and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 





DETROIT, MICHIGAN, 
FRANK E. ROBSON, 
Counselor at Law, 


1108-9 Chamber of Commerce Bullding. 
Corporate and Mercantile Litigation, Settlement of Ke- 
tates, Collections. 


Petroit - Detrout National Bunk, Burnham, 
Standart Broa., Avan Sheiden, S 
Blade Printing @& Paper Co., T. 

Graft & Co.; Chicago—&. "B. 


Reference:: 
Roanet @ Lo., 
Toledo— 


Ginctiinatend. A. Tolman. 





HEROD & HEROD, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


14,15, 16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building. 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 





LOUISIANA. 


OSEPH N. WOLFSON, 
Attorney at Law and Notary Public, 


Corporation, Insurance and ( ommercial Law andCollections 
a specialty. 

126Carondelet Street, NEW ORLEANS, LA. 

References: Union Nat. Bank, Metropolitan Nat. Bank and 


RG. Dun & Co., New Orleans, La. ; G. F. vean and Ameri- 
can Boot & Shoe Reporting Co., Boston, Mass. ; Gilbert 





Eliott Law C F Victor & Achelis, Freedman Bros. 
nd Bacun . Co. .. New York ( ty ; Shriver, Bartiess & Lo. 
wdA J.& L.J. Bamberger, Ph ladelphia, Pa. ; . HH. 


ane Shriver, Bartiett & Co., Baltimore, Ma: Na- 
Collection Co’, Snow, Church @ Co and Mack, Stad- 
rece. ., Cincinnati, Ohio ; Fifield & Fifield, Minneapolis, 
rap, Kraus & Maser, Cratty Bros. and Jarvis & 
i Ghee Ml. 


He 














MAS SSACH 1USETTS. 
ESTABLISHED 1878. 


RICHARD C. BAYLDONE, 
Attorney for 


COLLECTIONS ans SETTLEMENTS 


31 MILK STREET, 
(Room 44.) BOSTON, MASS. 


Agact Rete rence : 
, Esq., Supt. BRADSTREET’S, Boston. 
Reference : 
ufacturers’ National Bank, Boston. 














} 
| 


Writtam L. Mason. 
Viscenrc R. DwYER. 


CHARLES W. CASGRAIN. 
J. EMMET SULLIVAN. 


CASGRAIN, SULLIVAN, 
MASON & 


Attorneys at Law, 
602 t »:05 Hammond Building, DETROIT, MICH. 


Reference :—State Savings Beak. 


WWILLis S. MEADE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


> DWYER, 





CRANAGE BLOCK,- BAY CITY, - MICH. 
A general law business transacted. Prompt attention to 
commercial collections, ag / for wholesale houses 
selling in North Michigan. Good references. 





JENNER E. MORSE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
land 2 Heavenrich Block, 
SAGINAW, East Side, MICHIGAN. 
A well equipped, systematized collection office. 
Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporations. 
Refers to wane s Savings Bank. 


" $UNNESOTA. 


C. 7. CRANDALL, 
“A ttorney, 


424 Chamber of Commerce. DULUTH, MINN. 





Mercantile, Corporation and Mining Law. 
Remittances for collections made promptly. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. ‘ 415 
ALABAMA, MASSACHUSETTS, MINNESOTA, 5 
BUSH & BROWN, SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Attorneys at Law, Attorneys at Law, Lawyers, 


LumBer EXCHANGE, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
5-6-7 2 Gueman-Amen. Bank BLDG, or. PavL, Murex, 


Walter V. Fiteld; J.C. Fifield, Notary lic ; 
Fifield; E. H.C. Richardson ; Da 
Notary Public; 8. A. Breding. 
MERCANTILE LAW anp reemmem s ASPECIALTY 
Depositions aken accurately with dispatch. 
a fot any point to 


When —— Achy letter or wire, Teil 
lect, adjust or secure cla 

Refer to com Minn National 

St. Paul and the leeding Jo Jobbing 


National 
German-American 
Houses of Minneapotis and 8t. Paul. 


HIENR Y LARDNER, 
Attorney for Security Bank of Duluth, 


CoLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
211 Torrey Bidg, DULUTH, MINN. 


Minnesota Items for Collection sent to 
J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-413 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL. MINN, 
WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION. 

Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 

foreclosures. Interest of non-residents cared for. 

Attorney for Netherlands-American Mortgage Bank of 

Uithuizen, Helland. 

Refers to Merchants’ Nutional Bunk, St. Paul, Minn 


aw 
t, 














MtsStISSIPPt,. 


CHARLES SCOTT. 


Attorney at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI, 
Reter to Bank of Rosedale, of which Chas. Scott is 
Hanover 


Reto German Bank, — Teun. ; 
ational Bank, New York City 





~ MESSOURI. 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 
State Souk Samuel s (unsolicited and with Co. —- 
Free 


New York References :—Collins, Downing & Co. ; 
man & Green. 
304 Nerth Sth Street, 


(Turner Building.) Rooms 61, 62, 63, 64, 67 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 











MONTANA. 


[ARGENT & HUNTOON, 
Attorneys ai Law, 
Great Falls, MONTANA. 
Refer to 





Security Bank of Great Falls. 








NEBRASKA. 


H.™. UTTLEY, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
O'NEILL, NEBRASKA. 


Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Depositions taken as Notary or ander Commission. 
General and Legal Bu-iness promptly attended to. 
Seventeen years’ active practice mm the courts. 











NEW JERSEY. 


FREDERICK PARKER, 


Counselor at Law, 
Supreme Court Commissioner ard ‘Specia. 
Master in Chancery. 
FREEUOLD, NEW JERSEY. 
Collect ons promptly made. Special attention given to 
examination of titles to real estate. - 
Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N.J. 











NEW YORK 


BENJ. M. FOWLER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
56 Market St., POUGHKEEPSIE, N. ¥. 


References :—Fal'kill Natl Bank and City Nat’! Bank, 
Local Attor.ey for American Surety Co. 











Refers to Security Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 
Duluth. 


NOTARY PUBLIC, 











































































oS aie chee titi Teed 


meer 
nieevcorsemets 






INGERSOLL & PEYTO 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 


Bmnoxville 


Speciat attention to Corporation and Commercial Litigation. Refer to East Tenn, } 


















416 . THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
NEW ORK. oHI0. 
CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, if, CALVIN EWING, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, ; Attorney at Law, 


Water 8S. CaRTER. Suite 150-160, 

Cuar.es E. Hueues. 96 Breadway 
Epwakp F. Dwiexrt. and 

ARTHUR C. Rounps. 6 Wall Street, 
MaRsHaLt B. CLARKE. NEW YORK CITY. 


Refer to Chemical National Bank. 





NITED MERCANTILE 


{INCORPORATED.) ASSOCIA TION. 
310 D. S. Mergan Bldg, BUFFAL:§, N. ¥. 


PUBLISHERS a, CREDIT GOD E. you ERIE 
NIAGARA CUUN 
a... eect reports cael promptly. 


Collections made by an unrivalled system in all parts of the 
United States and Canada. 
Sprague, Moot, Sprague & Brownell, Attorneys. 
Refer-cnce: The City Bonk, Buffalo, N.Y. 





(CHARLES ROE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


1002-1004 Wilder Bidg, ROCHESTER, N.Y. 


GENERAL PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 


Collections and all legal business attended to promptly. 
References: The Fiour City National of Rochester: 
Merchants’ Bank of Rochester; The Rochester Trust & 

Safe Deporit Co. 





Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON &. WELLS, 


8 Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to Third National Bank Bank ; Commercial Bank ; 
Greenway Brewing seed D. McCarthy & Sons. 








OHIO. 


FrRANK P. KIBLER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12 and 13 Dannemiller Block, 
CANTON, OHIO. 





Prompt personal attention given to commercial law and 
pm ay a — taken; Notary Public and Steno- 
grapher in offi 

References ~The Farmers’ Bank ; n. G. E. Baldwin 
Hon. T. T. McCarty, and B. yt F. & Sous: Wholesale 
trocers, all of Canton. 





THE NATIONAL 
COLLECTING CO., 


D. JAS. DAVIS, General Manager. 
St. Paul Building, CINCINNATI, OHI0, 


Over 1,000 ane. Correspondents Everywhere. 
No collection, no charge. 
Does business everywhere. Special contracts at - _ 
rates. Moneys collected by attorneys guaranteed. 





WW. £. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECT WS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 





ELYRIA 
LORAIN } OHIO. 


[RVING H. GRISWOLD, 


Attorney at Law, 


ELYRIA, ° * 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 


Refers to First National Bank of Elyria. 


OHIO. 
Special attention to collections 











CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


A torneys | at Law, 
MANSFIELD, - - OHIO. 
Commercial and Ccepeusiiites ae a Speciaity. 
Reference : Any Bank in Mansfield, Ohio. 


¥ - 
d 





YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 


Foreign Corporations represente in Ohio. Kstates re- 
covereu and settled. Depositions taken. Mercantile reports 
made. Insurance, insolvency and Probate Cases sulicited. 

Business entrusted to me wilireceive prompi and careful 
attention at reasonablo one. 

Reference :— any bank f city 








OREGON. 


JOHN T. WHALLEY, 
Attorney at Law—wNotary Public, 


415 Chamber of ( ommerce, 
PORTLAND, OREGON. 








CoLLEcTIons ForecLosures, Tires, Erc., Etc 
in Multnomah, Clackamas, Columbia Washington and 
Yambhiil Counties, Oregon, and in ae County, State 
of Washington. References furnished 








PENSSYLVANIA. 


J. M. C. RANCK'S 
Law and Collection Office, 
136 Wyoming Avenue, Scranton, Pa, 


Residence, 418 Vine Street, 
Collections a Specialty throughout Pennsylvania. 
Reliable Correspondents wn every County. 





Refers Ley y ee to H. B. Claflin & Co., Church. Worth 

and’ W. E. 8. Jaffrey & Co., $50 and 352 Broadway, 

N.Y.; Jon B. Ellison & Sona, 24 S. Sixth St., Phila., Pa.; 

J. A. Linen, Cashier First Nat’! Bank, Scranton, Pa. ; Paxton 

Comfort Co , 529 Arch St., Phila, Pa. orris & Lewis, 90 

qeaemet Bt. Phila., Pa.; Schwartz & Graff, 7ls Market 8t., 
a., Pa. 








SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, 8. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 
Special attention given to collections, Real Estate, Cor- 
ration, Commerciai and Insurance Law. Counsel State 
—_ Bank. Refer to the president or cashier of any 
bank In Charleston, 5. C.; The Nationa! Park peak, N.Y.; 
The United States National Bank, N.Y. ; 


‘arker, 
Esq.. 41 Wall Street, N.Y.; Postal Telegraph Cable Co., - 
N.Y.; Armour & Co., Chicago. 


SUYTHE & LEE, 


Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
7 & 9 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C, 
PRACTICE (x THESTATE, AND ALL FEDERAL COURTS. 


Refer : Toall banks, and to James Adger & Co., ome, 
Rodge rs & Co., CoosaweCo., Charleston, 8. C.; — 
Belmont & Co., Western Union Telegraph Co., Louisville & 
Nashville Ratiroad Co., Dunham, Buckle & Co., New 
Yorg City ; Standard Ohl Co. ., 'outsvilie, ", Gecnanes 
Coal, Iron & Kailroaa Co., Nashville, Toanesste. 











SOUTH DAKOTA 





IKENS, BAILEY § VOORHEES, 
Attorneys & Counselors ai Law, 


Rooms 6, 7, 8. 1%, 20,21 and 22 
Masonic Temple, 
SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Attorneys for R. G. Dun & Co. ; ilinois Central Railroad 
Co.; Western Union Telegraph Co.; Minnehaha Nationa! 
Bank of Sioux Falis and German-American Loan & Trust 
Co. Refer to any Jadge, Bank or Business House in South 
Dakota. Especial atcention = to business of non-resi- 
dent clients and collections given prompt attention by our 
collection aepartment. 








TEXAS. 





STONEWALL TINGLE, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
North Texas Bavk Bldg, DALLAS, TEXAS. 


Practice limited to Commercial, Corporation. Land Law 
and the lending of funds. Originator of and operates a 
system of Credits and Collec ions whigh will reduce Texas 
losses Bonds furnished for clients without charge or 
delay. No business intrusted to agents, hence my record 
of ten years in loan business without a foreclusure, Kefer- 
ences cheerfally given on me pegy to es vankers and 
eminent lawyers in stop, New York hiladelphia, 
Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chicago. St. Louis and other prom- 
inent points in the United States. No trouble to answer 
letters of inquiry. 





UTAH. 


EVANS & ROGERS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
BP esepen - + “ ° UPAR, 


w fives Bi tional Bank, 
e ‘a - Ogden Savings 
Wor 





sara Conk 
Ogden Wi 








WEST VIRGINIA. 


Joun A. HUTCHINSON. Jno. F. H 
H. P. Camper. vroutan 


utchinson, Hutchinson 


Parkersburg, W. Va. & Camden, 
Corporation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West Virginis 
LAND TITLES INVESTIGATED. 
Chief Counsel West Vi 
Park 





BS o. R. R. Co, 








ersburg, 
- { Firat National Bank; Citizens’ Nat 
References : poet dom Bank 
CANADA, Be ig 





A. J. G. MACECHEN, — 


Notary arrister and Attorney at Law, 


Public, Commissioner Supreme Court of Newfoundland 
ete. Nova 


emasutiine Quebec, 
Office: South Charlotte Street, 
Sydney, Cape Breton, Nova Scotian, CANADA, 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COMMERCIAL 
CURKESPUNDENCE A SPECIALTY. 
Prompt ATTENTION TO Every Kixp oF Lega. Busines, 


References :—The People’s Bank of Halifax and The Bank 
of Nova rcotia, North Sydney ; Judge Dead, Sydney ; Judge 
Henry and Chief Justice Mac jonald, Halifax, Hon, Senator 
MacDonald, Glace Bay; Hon. Senator Miller, Arichat; A 
in the Province of Nova Scotia 


PATENT LITIGATION. 


~~ 


(|VLLIAM PIRTLE HEROD, 
Attorney at Law. 


Counsel in Patent Litigation. 
Fletchers’ Bank Bidg. INDIANAPOLIS, IND, 
Ruvys C. HARTRANF7, 


EXPERT IN HANDWRITING 
And Detector of Forgery. 





“ ” “ 














Determines the authenticity of Signatures on Wills, Notes, 
Contracts and Miscellaneous Documents. 


LEGAL AND BANK REFERENCES. 


Ne. 7 727 Sansom St., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


The College of Law 


OF SYRACUSE UNIVERSITY. 
AT SYRACUSE, N.Y 


WILL OPEN SEPTEMBER 234d, 1895 


of able Instructors bas been en 
Send for full information to 


JAMES B. BROOKS, Dean, 
213 Sedwick, Andrews & Kennedy Building 
SYRACOSE, N. Y. 


CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


Law Department Lake Forest University. 


Faculty :—Hon. Joseph M. Bailey, LL. D., (Justice 
of Supreme Court of Llinois,) Presidevt, Thomas A. 
Moran, Hon. Henry M. She , (Justice of Appellate 
Court, Illinois.) nder; uate course of two years. 
Post graduate course of one year. Sessions each week 
day evening. For further information address Secretary, 


ELMER E. BARRETT. LL. B. 
708 Chamber Commerce, CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Course covers a perioa of two years. A large corps 
gaged. 














Aw | oo 
BOOKS EXCHANGED. 


Write us. Catalogue for stamp. 
THE WAIT PUBLISHING VO. 
216 Clark St., Chicago, Ill 
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